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—_ HEN my * intitled, 9 
J. — Ordination ro : 
regular, was firſt publiſh'd, I 
was inform'd by a friend | 
there was a deſign of anſwer- 
ing it. But after I had wait- 
ed a pretty while, I began to 
ſuſpect his intelligence. I 
have now read the anſwer, 
and muſt needs ſay, I am 
much ſurpriz'd that they 
Who TER Wi an bor adviſeable, ſhould judge 
that which is publiſh'd tolerable. The world is not 
cConcern'd in laying open the weakneſſes of an un- 
| known author, when he ſays little by 1 of _ 
1 2 but what every ordinary reader may lee thro. I. 
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The V du of 


— — — 
©, 1%" 6 ů— ͤů ů ů — or * ˙ . — — — 


„ RENT 
confeſs, T was ata loſs what notion to form of him: 
ſometimes I thought bis way of writing ſeem'd to be 


like the declamations of a perſon who had juſt left the 
univerhty. He begins his book, and fills up a great 
part of it with meer harangue, inflead of argument: 
but then J oblerv'd elſewhere that he mult neceſſarily 
have left the univerſity long ago, ſince he has forgot 
the very terms of diſputation, and talks of the ſequel _ 
cf the map}, in a categorical ſyllogiſm. [Imparial 

. View and Conf. p. 11 | 1 | 


Hut to give the reader ſome brief view of his per- 
formance: The charge of a great part of the clervies 
 prevaricating with God and man is put oft, p. 1. with 
a hope they do mt with man, and an afſyrance they can't 
_ think it ſaje to prevaricate with Ged an ommniſcient being. 
And with the 2 plauſibleneſs he might have vindi- 
cated Mr» Paul and the relt of the rebels, when in 
arms at Pf eſton and Dumblain. He denies p. 2. that 
the groſs wickedneſs of ſuch as pretend to be miniſters 
proves them falſe prophets, in direct contradiction to 
our ſaviour. I faid, © thoſe evil fruits are without all 
doubt a warrant'to the people of England, to beware 
of a great part of thoſe, who would invalidate all 
Four miniſtrations.“ And here he queries, why a 
_ great part, and nit all? and could not perceive the ob- 
vious reaſon, that I dont charge all with thoſe fruits. 
And yet in the ſame page he tells me, I dare not ſay, all 
that invalidate Datel are guilty of thoſe crimes, 
but leave it cunningly to be apply d as the reader thinks 
fit, and makes this an argument of my want of candor 
And ſincerity : whereas my charging a great part is a 
manifelt exception of the reſt. He learnedly obſerves, 
that the invalidating our miniſtrations is none of the 
fruits mention'd by our ſaviour. Nor did I ſuggeſt it 
Vas; but inſiſted upon ſuch crimes as were notorious, 
and omitted what might look like a begging the thing 
im queſtion. I wiſh I had been ſo happy, as to have 
had an anſwerer, that took the ſame courſe. He re- 
preſents me as ſubſcribing one doctrine, and teaching 
the contrary, becauſe he thinks I difler from biſhop 
_ Burnet's expoſition of the xxv1 article; and talks as tho 
I had ſubſcribed bi '20p Burnet, and not the articles; 


tho 


E 
tho' if J were guilty of ſuch prevarication, I ſhould 7 
have hardly expected a churchman ſhould reproach me 
with it. So many blunders are there in about a page 
and an half of his anſwer, Should I ſpend many 
words (as is uſual in a reply) upon theſe, or take no- 
| tice of all the reſt in the other parts of his anſwer, 1 
| ſhould needleſly wait my own time, and unprofitably 
_ treſpaſs upon my reader's patience. „ 
Hle is ſometimes witty in retorting my words upon 
me, inſerting comical parentheſes to expoſe them. 
Thus he tells me, my way of managing the controverſy 
about ordination has been what they would certainly have 
choſen, who had deſigud to (pleale not) puzzle the com- = 
mon people rather than inform them. p. 4. And this is 
true: I deſign'd to pleaſe them (as the making things 
_ ealy and plain is the way to do it) and not to puzzle _ 
lather than inform them. So that J may avell ſay of 
him, as Cicero of M. Antony: Homo diſertus non intelli- 
git eum, quem contra dicit, laude i a fe. Philipp. 11. c. 8. 
le quarrels with my gloſs upon 2 Cor. 1, 24. Not 
or ͤ8that wehave dominion over your faith, but are helpers 
"of your joy. He has from Dr. Hitby borrow'd The- 
_ odorit's expoſition, which as the doctor has ſet it 
down is plauſible; but, out of what humour I know 
not, he mult add a little of his own to make a con- 
tradiction of it. He ſays the apoſtle in this verſe 
expreſfly afſerts his having dominion; but he did not, as 
 Theodorit expounds it, challenge i himſelf a power to 
_ exerciſe any dominion over them, on the account of their 
Faith. p. 7. And is his not challenging, expreſly the aſ- 
ſerting a thing? Such ways of ſpeaking often ſeem to 
imply a thing, but that is different from an expreſs _ 
allertion. And that they dont always ſomuch as im- 
ply a thing, he may ſee by comparing another place in 
that epiſtle, chap. 111. 5. I could allege Chryſoſtom 
againſt Theodorit - his interpretation will not allow ſo _ 
much as his implying that he had dominion. But 1! 
value Mr. Lock as a commentator above them both, _ 


and he explains the apoſtle as I do. 
He repreſents me as endeavouring to prove the re- 
gularity of presbyterian ordination from the text; 
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but only conſider it as an objection, which I therefore 


anſwer. Compare the Sermon, p. 23. 


He excuſes the extent of the biſhop of London's dio- 


ceſe by its being a circumſtance, an accidental circumſtance, 
and not eſſential ; which are terms of art uſed that he 


hand; another asks it of me upon the road with a 3 
piſtol at my breaſt : theſe are but circumſtances in the 


may ſeem to anſwer what he has nothing to fay to. 
_ Circumſtances make the vaſtelt alterations in things. 


One asks money of me in the ſtreet with his hat in his 


asking, but make ditference enough. No doubt the 
_ circumſtance he talks of is not eſſential to a biſhop. 


is fo far from it, that tis deſtructive of the deſign of 1 


the office: and to name no more, confirmation muſt be 


made a jeſt by this writer, or he can never defend the 
biſhop's having a dioceſe in ſuch diſtant parts of the 


world. Let him ry how capable any man can be to 


do the bulineſs of a biſhop in ſuch a dioceſe, by the 
way in which Ignatius, or any writer of the three firſt 
cCenturies, ſpeaks of it. And is it not abſurd for him to 
argue from Cyprian, that biſhops are all ejuſdem ſacer- 
dotii & ordinis, and therefore the pope may not aſ- 
ſume to himſelf a ſyperiority of power over his col- 
legues; and yet in the very ſame page plead for the _ 
largeneſs of a dioceſe, by Opriam having the inſpeti- 


on of a province, wherein ?tis certain there were ma- 


ny biſhops? I paſs many unproved aſſertions. 


„His ſcheme ſeen yet to be forming, and therefore 


 ?twill be hard for any man but himſelf to piece it toge- 


ther. He ſays, p. 10, 11. The apeſtolical porcer, as 

to its permanent, neceſſary, and 4 ential branches, was 
tranſmitted by the apoſtles in ſolidum, qs they receiv'd 

it from our bleſſed ſaviour, to fingle perſons in parti- 
cular ſees. | And, P. 9. There Were Particular an fixed 


bounds 8 a biſhop, in which he exercis'd his 7e = 


_ guriſdi 


there could be but one ſuch biſhop at a time. And yet 


in the ſame page he tells us: The apoſtles, who were 
7 22 of the chriſtian church, excrcis'd their 
ſco 


epiſcopal juriſdiction at large, and in common, and 
each had the whole world for his dioceſe. Now ho“, 
can this be, that but one perſon can have the epiſcopal —_ 


juriſ⸗- 


— —— ¶ kl — ——— — 


ion, and the affair of ordination, and where 


& 7. 
 mriſdiction in a church, and yet twelve more ſhall 
7 Fave each of them the ſame epiſcopal juriſdiction in 
it at the ſame time? I wonder what ſort of circum- 
3 RL RG Nr bes 


I had ſtated the queſtion very plainly in my Sermon, . 


p. 32. But he lays, Hoa of his anſwer, it may be more 
truly flated thus: Whether the apoſtolical power, as to 
its permanent, neceſſary, and eſſential branches, was not 


in its nature perpetual and ſucciſſive ; and by them 


tranſmitted in ſolidum, Cc. But if he will take 
the advice of a perſon he ſeems to have ſome value 
for, let him hereafter take queſtions as they are ſtated to 
his hand, and not attempt to ſtate them himſelf, ſince 
he has no talent at it. Is it nota wiſe queſtion, The- 
7 ther the apcſtolical | power, as to its permanent br anches, 


 qvas not in its own nature perpetual, i. e. permanent? 


He is very pert in asking me: a > ay who are 


they that ſay, that prevbyters are the ſucceſſors of ſuch as 
\ were ordain'd by 1 imothy aud Titus? Such prelatiſts 
only as Mr. P. and his brethren, who maintain thut 


E bounds for a biſhop in which he exerciſed the a 


Timothy and Titus did ordain only presbyters and no 
biſhops. p. II. Let us conſider thę caſe as to Titus. 
My anſwerer aſlerts, there were 1 and fixed 


ordination. p. 9. Now theſe bounds for Titus were 


_ doubtleſs the iſland of Crete; and therefore he ſpeaks 
of the church of Crete as govern'd by Titus, and left 

in his poſſe{fron. p. 12. Crete then was one ſingle 
church or dioceſe, which was the Sounds of his exer- 


_ Cifing the aſjair of ordinatien: and accordingly he was 


0 ordain them elders in every city. Now not to men- 5 
tion that two ſorts are not hinted at; how could Titus 


= - ordain any biſhops according to the epiſcopal ſcheme 


in that one dioceſe of Crete? If he only could be 
| biſhop of it, how could he ordain them biſhops 2 


III RE To a 
Nor can I ſee any difficulty in believing Timothy 


was ſent to ordain, where there were presbyters who 


had the power of ordination. For as he was to be 
the chief actor in the work, he was to dire& them by 
his example, how they were to perform it afterwards, 
when he was gone; and indeed he ſoon was ſent elſe- 
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that time raiſed hig 


„ 
Hie cites a paſſage. from Dr. J/hithy and Mr. Dodell 


againſt thoſe who deny the precedency, 5. 14. which 


E have always aſſerted, whenever I have had occaſion 
to mention it; as in my Letters againſt Dr. Mell, and 
my Vindication againſt Dr. Nichcls. 5 

J make evangeliſts ſuperior to common and ordinary 


miniſters. Their ſuperiority I place not in their being 
_ ofa different order; for I prove that the apoſtles them- 
ſelves were ip, that reſpect no more than presbyters; 
but II conſider them as ſuperior in gifts 
This he will not allow. His chief argument is, that 
_ Philip the deacon is ſtiled an evangeliſt. But what 
reaſon can there be to think, that, tho” he was a dea- 
con at firſt, he was never advanc'd? Doubtleſs hgjůe 
Had uſed the office well, and therefore according to the 
apoſtle's rule, had purchusd to himſelf a good degree; 
that is, was © fit (as Dr, Hammond explains it) to be 
© aſſumed to an Higher imployment, that of rulers or 
“ biſhops, that greater dignity in the church of God. 
And as Dr. Whitby makes it no leſs than 26 years after 
his having been ordain'd deacon, that he is calld an 
evangeliſt, let any . he was not in 
er. I dare ſay the presbyter of thjge 
Church of England, who is my anſwerer, would not 
have been eaſy to have been kept a tenth part of the 
time in that office. Beſides, there is reaſon to thin 
he was not any longer a deacon. For if he was, ge 
muſt be deacon of, the church at Jeruſalem; and con- 
ſequently, the perſ{cution having ceas'd which drove 
him thence, he would certainly have been upcn the 
ſpot diſcharging his office; whereas when he is call'd _ 
an evangeliſt, we find him reſiding at Caſarea, 
His other afgument is, That evangeliſts are left out, 


1 Cor.x11.28/p. 16. Now *tis a little peculiar to ſuch as 


_ aſſume the power of dictating, to make the fame argu- 


ment to be for or againſt them, as they pleaſe. I ar-_ 


gued from their being mention'd, and ſet before paſtors 
and teachers, Eph. Iv. 11. Butin that place the men- 


tioning of them in that order {ignites nothing with 


him: and yet in the 1 Cor. x11. 28. the not mentioning 
them at all (which is only a negative argument) mult 
5 47 clear proof they were not certainly ſuperior to pa- 


Sachs. 


Such a poſitive text as mine is worth a thouſand of 
his negative ones. We don't know what reaſon the 
apoſtle had for leaving them out. I could perhaps 
gueſs, but no man can at this diſtance ſpeak with aſ- 


ſurance, ſince there might be twenty things that might 


have been a reaſon for it. And if ſuch a negative ar- 


. gument be of any ſtrength, how will he account for 


'Timuthy's ordaining perſons of three ſeveral orders, 


when the apoltle mentions no more than two? 


My anſwerer cavils with me for impaſing upon my 
' hearers with the PINE of the word presbyters, p. 20. 


which is the molt unreaſonable thing in the world. For 


1 prove the apoſtles were ſuch officers as might be 
more than one in a church, which is the certain no- 


7 tion of presbyters. And tho' he finds fo much fault 


With me, yet he manifeſtly runs into the crime he 
charges me with, and plays with the ambiguity of the 
Word "apoſtles, as uſed by the antientg. Let any man 
read the paſſage I have cited from Jerim, Vind. F. D. ps 
224. and he will ſee how loolly they applied this word, _ 
I could cite ſeveral of the antients who ſtile Philip an 
| apoſete and our author will vouch for it that he was 
but a 
And Gregorius Nyſſenus, would not have any one think 
that Stephen, who certainly was no more than a dea- 


eacon. See Conſtit. Ap . lib. va c. 7. Cotel. Not. 


con, was inferior in honor to the apoſtles. Encom. in 
Stephanum, vol. 3. p. 3 56. So little ſtreſs is to be laid 
on them; eſpecially when the caſe is plain in the ſcri- 


Peine, 


1 ))!!! 88 
Is alleg'd this proof of our notion? © And certainly 


cc 


« 
cc 


© if the apoſtles themſelves were not of ſuch an or- 
der, as our modern biſhops are pretended to be; 


neither could the evangeliſts be of it. Now had 
e Chriſt deſign'd his apoſtles ſhould be officers ac- 
cording to the epiſcopal ſcheme, he ought to 


© have appointed each of them to preſide over ſome _ 


55 one church; for tis the ſtanding maxim of that 


© ſcheme ; There can be but one biſhop in one church: 
© Whereas no leſs than eleven, to whom preſently 


= At firſt conſtituted, and for ſome time remain'd the 


-* rulers and governours of that church, having all 


n 


after Chriſt's aſcenſion a twelfth was added, were 


[1] 

an equal power and authority. So that the apo- 
I files were evidently, in their ordinary capacity, preſ- 
OE: © byters ; that is ſuch kind of officers, as might be 
more than one in one church.” Serm. 34. Here 
he controverſy is brought to a ſhort iſſue, and yet 
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my anſwerer returns not an anſwer to any part of 
ö the argument, but runs out into a wild diſcourſe quite 
foreign to the matter in hand. The reader will ex- 
| cuſe me, if I put the a:gument into form, that I 
[ may force him, if he would ſpeak to the purpoſe, to . 
vs tell what he denies, and what he grants. 
1 I hoſe officers who might be more than one in one 
Wil ſingle church, were not biſhops, but presbyters. 
1 The apoſiles were officers hong might be more than 
1 one in one ſingle church. 5 
1 I berefore che apoſtles were not biſhops, but preſ⸗ 
i e : 
1 I uſe the terms biſhops and presbyters according to 


1 the epiſcopal diflleftt. The major in my argument is 
1 the {{anding maxim of their ſcheme, and fo I take 
it for granted. The minor _y needs 1 and is 


not mention'd this ſo much for the ſake of my an- 
ſtwerer, who, I ſee, has nothing to ſay to it; as for 
| | other learned men of the party, from whom I ſhould 


de ad if he would Procure me an anſwer to the Dy 
Wy poſe 


1 thus proved: 0 
1 oe een * 1 be more than one in the 
| 7 church of Jer n might be more than one in one 
=_ ſingle church. 
Ĩ) be apoſtles were ra who might be 1 more e than 
15 one in the church of Jeruſalem. | 
FI᷑̃ berefore the apoltles were officers, who. might 
1 be more than onegn one ſingle church. 
„I The reaſon of the major is plain; viz. T hat the 
iis church of Jer ufalem was one ſingle church. And 
i | the reaſon of the minor is as plain; viz. That there 
1! were actually twelve apoſtles in the church of Jeru- 
118 falem. And this being the firſt chriſtian church, and 
1 es immediately by our lord bine is cer- 
. , tainly the beſt model and pattern. . 
2 This brings the controverſy into a narrow aſk 
21; | 4 will prevent abundance of vain jangling. I have 


"Tir 1 


pole. 1 have turn'd it in my own thoughts oſten, 
and have ſet my ſelf to deviſe What reply could be 


made to it; and mult profeſs I always found my ſelf 


as much at a loſs for any as this writer is. I am mil- 
taken, if ſome of Euclid's propoſitions are more clearly 


demonſtrated. _ Can Ton ol 5 
I think my reaſons are as ſtrong at leaſt againſt Ti- 


mothy's being at Epheſus, when the ſecond Ep:ſtle was 
'. writ to him, as any can be alleg'd fer it. That 
Oneſiphorus was an Epheſian is not prov'd ; or that 
_» Prifcila and Aquila, tho' they ſtaid ſome time at 
UDppheſus, after they were driven from Rome, fixed their 
_ reſidence there, is but a probability, and ſo muſt be 
weigh'd with probable evidences on the other fide. _ 
I faid, © I never find in the whole New Teſtament , 
any ordination which was perform'd by a ſingle 
e perſon. He alleges the ordination gf Titus, which 
is not mention*d there. Paul calls him his ſou, and ſo _ 
be does Timothy, and therefore the ordination of the 
latter may determine the nature of the former. "Tis _ 
not certain the apoſtle had a hand in TZimothy's ordi- _ 


nation; becauſe 2 Tim. 1. 6. he may ſpeak of giving 


the Holy Ghoſt, which was never done by any but 
the apoſtles, except Ananias by a ſpecial immediate 
- commiſſion: and the Holy Ghoſt was ſometimes given 
before ordination, as appears by the ſeven deacons. 
And tho this writer ſays, St. Paul had the only hand in 
bis ordination ; he is forc'd afterwams to abate of his 


confidence. Impart. View. p. 13. For after he has, to 


ſolve a difficulty and ſecure epiſcopacy, wreſted the 
apoſtle's words, he pleads that the 2 if it 
les or biſhops. 


relates to officers, muſt fignify apoſt 


But I dont wonder that he will treat a particular text 
' as he do's, ſince for the ſame reaſon he ſinks the repu- 
tation of the very canon of ſcripture. See : 1 
have obſerved other inſtances of ſuch a con 


men of that party. 5 


ugt in 


II cited Matth. xvi. 19. And I will give thee the keys 
of the kingdom of heaven; and whatſoever T HOU 
ſhalt bind on earth, ſhall be bound in heaven; and what- 
ever THOU ſhalt looſe on earth, ſhall be looſed in 


— * 


peaven ; to ſhew that ſuch things as belong'd to ſe. 


B 2 vere 


are nothing to our preſent purpoſe. 


„ f 
„ veral in common, were ſometimes ſpoken of as pecy- 
liarly belonging to one; and that therefore the dire- 
ctions given to Timothy and Titus will not prove they 
were to act alone; and that tis as conſiſtent they were 
to have others join with them, as *twas that Peter was to 
have others join'd with him in receiving the keys, and 
the power of binding and looſing. This is eaſy and 
plain; but he do's not ſay a word to weaken the 
force of mp reaſoning. For as to his obſervations, 
that Peter was the only perſon to whom our lord 
could ſay, Thou art Peter, and that the reſt were not 


ſons of Joua; however learned they may ſeem, they 7 


I bere is nothing elſe that a common reader will 
not be able ealily to ſee thro*. And indeed I dont | 


apprehend that ſo much of an anſwer as I have _ 
given was very neceſſary. The gentleman betrays his 


genius by applauding a writer, whom the moſt ſen- 
üble of his own party contemn, who indeed has dif- 


grac'd every controverſy he has pretended to write in, 


and who I will be now free to ſay did not underſtand 
our controverſy ; herein I give the late biſhop of 
- ee e gar ar who declar'd it to one of his own _ 
clergy, from whom J had it. And if this writer has 
ſuch an apprehenſion, let him try how he can anſwet _ 
the parallel in my Eighth Jetter; or ſince I have ab 
ways writ upon the ſame ſcheme, let him try to pick 
out of that gentlehan's writings an anſwer to the de- 


- monſtration I have now given of my opinion. Tho 


by the way, he muſt think of writing more pertinently 


and conſiſtently, if he expects I ſhould hereafter take 


notice of him. 
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— F E . 0 Ser mon. which 1 1 
have already conſider'd, was not 
thought likely to do much harm; 
and therefore the reply to it, which 
was finifh'd in January, has lain 
by, waiting to appear with ſome- 


. adverſaries did not think ſuch an 
| anſwer ſufficient, "and have therefore oblig'd the world 
With another. That which I deſign now to reply to, is 
intitled: The Rational and Moral Conduct of Mr, Pierce 


examined, in Remarks upon his Sermon, Cc. Which is 


ſuch a conceited title, as would have prevented my 
| reading the book, tad. any name but my own been 
a r 


what elle. 2 cannot wonder our _ 


mention'd in it; and eſpecially ſince he tells us, he © 
pretends not any acquaintance with my private conver- 1 
ſation. This author knows, there are many who con- 
verſe with little more than the titles of books. His 
own conſcience can beſt tell him, whether he deſign'd, 
by chis pretty artifice, to give ſuch men a notion of 
ſome grievous immorality he had diſcover'd in my pri- 
vate converſation. If he did; it was his unhappineſs, 
he did not ſes the beam in his own eye, when he was 
ſo very careful to pull the mote out of mine. What 
judgment is to be form'd of his own, as well as my 
rational and moral conduct, muſt be left to the reader, 
vhen he has conſider'd what is ſaid on both ſides. 
In the beginning of his preface he gives the reaſons 
why his worthy friends put him upon writing. They, 
ſays he, with many others, had obſerved a great jorward- 
1 diſſenters of late, not only to vindicate themſelves 
/ the preſs, but to caſt unworthy reftections on the church 
and her clergy ; to write with an air of grandeur, as if þ 
this were their day, and yet to ſtoop to ſuch mean ant 
dliſingenuous arts, as if they were conſcious, that their 
3 is not to be owrried on by fair and candid pro- 
, }__ Yn OL LSD | 
There can be no juſt cauſe of offence in the diſ- 
ſenters vindicating themſelves by the preſs, or in the 
making ſuch juſt refleftions on the church and her 
clergy, as their own vindication fairly leads them to. 
| Falſe and undeſervee reflections are not to be juſtified : 
but if we clear ouf ſelves of all ſuch, no one will 
blame us for the other. I hope none of us are impru- 
dent enough to ſuggeſt, that all the clergy deſerve to 
have as ſevere reflections made on them, as *tis noto- 
rious many of them do at this day. And when their 
behaviour is ſo vile, *twould be ne with a2 
Wicneſs, ſhould we load them with any reflections 
Which they have not deſerwv et. 
The air of grandeur he is pleaſed to object to us, is 
What I ſuppoſe he reckons his own party have a pecu- 
liar right to. There are not any men, who write with 
a more haughty, poſitive, and imperious air, than they 
ordinarily do; nor can they condeſcend to reaſon with 
us, without aſſuming to themſelves an authority to ad- 
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moniſh and cenſure us, altho they cannot eaſily bear 
the return of ſuch treatment. When we ſee more rea- 
| fon to believe they have the truth peculiarly in their 
poſſeſſion, and that they have a right to preſcribe to 
their neighbours, ſomewhat more of deference may be 
paid them. At preſent we have as much right to de- 
clare what we are perſuaded is truth, as they. And I 
dare ſay this air of grandeur we are charged with, do's 
not Aer it ſelf in pretending to dictate to men, or 
to run them down with poſitive and hold aſſertions, 
for which we produce not our reaſons. We write like 
men who are fully ſatisfied of the juſtice both of our 
cauſe and behaviour, and who are convinced our ad- 
Vveexrſaries cannot acquit themſelves as to either. And, 
if we mult defer writing, till we can hit upon a way _ 
that will pleaſe our adverſaries, we are ſure we ſhall } 
never write at all. If we write in the moſt mild and 
moderate terms; that is improved againſt us, as tho 
we were quarrelling with them for matters, about 
which we were in doubt ourſelves : and if we ſpeak 
out plain. truth; then we are acculed of writing with 
an air of grandeur, as if this were our day tho we 
' reckon this our day no otherwiſe, than *tis every ho- 
neſt Briton's; a day wherein we have liberty to ſpeak | 
for ourlelves, and wherein we are ſatisfied the govern- 
- _ ment is not carrying on the clergy's deſigns againlt | 


Nor do I know of any mean and difingenuom arts we 
ſtoop to. I am ſatisfied we neither gttempt to rob them 
of the right they have to educate their children in 
their own way, nor {tir up mobs to rob their houſes 

or temples. And I wiſh his own party, and among 

them he himſelf, as much ſcorn'd mean and diſinge- 

nuous arts in writing, as I do. But this, and many 
bother ſuggeſtions in his preface, and thro his book, 

' are inſtances of a mean and dilingenuous way of wri- _ 
ting, deſign'd to delude poor unthinking people: and 
-fo particularly is What follows 72h hho 

And indeed, whatever hath induced to, or encourag d 
in, ſuch an unpeaceable courſe ; the fact is but too plain 

In the generality of their books and pamphlets, that they 
chooſe rather to provoke and exaſperate by enn 5 
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| and even contemptuous treatment, than to invite us by 4 
modeſt and chriſtian-like behaviour to a calm and ſe- 
if riot debate of the points in controverſy with them; 


as if they had ends beſt to be ſerved by keeping up and 


promoting heats and animoſities. 


This paragraph is well enough calculated to deceive 
the unwary. Who would not think, if he believ'd 
dur author, that the diſſenters are the aggreſſors, and 

the molt ill natur'd provoking people in the world; 
that they delighted in heats and animoſities, and had 

ſome by ends to ſerve by them; and that the clergy are 
the molt meek and harmleſs doves, that never did or 
can give any provocation? Good fir, what ends can 
you ſuppoſe we have to ſerve by heats and animoſities ? 
Have we the intereſt of any popiſh pretender at heart, 
which 3 ſerved by theſe things? Are we in⸗ 

__ Milling into people ſuch principles, as ſhould put them 

upon riſing up in a rebellion againſt his majeſty king 

6 EORGE? Hive we not ſuffer'd enough by hate 

| heats and animoſities, which have been in the nation, 
tho we had not the leaſt hand in raiſing them? And 
is it likely we ſhould be fond of what we have already _ 
| ſufter'd fo much by & And has this author never heard 
of any provocation offer'd to us? He muſt be a great _ 
ſtranger to what was lately done in the place where 
his pamphlet was printed, and in many other parts of 
the nation, if he do's not know, that the actions of 
Hhis party have been a thouſand times more ſevere, than 
tis poſſible for our gwords to be. And ſince the clergy 
have, many of thef, been at the bottom of all the 
' barbarous uſage we have met with, they have little 
reaſon to reproach us for ſpeaking of them as we have 


done. The only danger the nation is in, ariſes chiefly 


from them; and the expoſing them as they deſerve, _ 
is an eminent ſervice to the public, and very conſiſtennt 


with moderation and peaceableneſs. 


I refer it to the reader to judge of what he ſays con- 
cerning the other writer, of whoſe anſwer to my Ser- 
mon | have already given a taſt. Nor ſhall 1 meddle 
with the reaſon he had for writing and publiſhing his 
Remarks. I am only concern d to examine what ſtrength 


there is in them, I ſhall likewiſe paſs over what he 
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laſs by.his Jolemn and pedantic way concerning mys 
ſelf, If 1 vindicate myſelf in particulars, no one will » 
regard ſuch general charges of a breach of the duties of 
charity and veracity. g. . 5 


From his preface I proceed to his firſt chapter, And 


here he begins with a criticiſm upon my words, which 
were thele, pref. to the 2d. Serm. p. 4. Every one 
„ knows what a mighty ſtir our adverſaries have 

c made about ordination, confining the miniſtry to 


4 to thoſe who have a prelate's hand laid upon them, 


cc whatever the ſpirit is which rules in their hearts. 


This, he ſays, p. 1. 16 to him at leaſt unintelligible; and 


inſiſts upon it, that 1 ſhould either have omitted tbe 
laſt clauſe [whatever the ſpirit, Oc.) or have ſaid al- 
lowing the miniſtry to all thoſe | inſtead of | confining 


” the miniſtry to thoſe.] Now allowing the miniſtry to 
ſuch perſons is implyd in the confining it to them, 
And the evil I ſpeak of in confining it to them, is 


greater than a bare allowing it to them, © © 
Ik) be confining it to them, expreſſes that they are rec- 
© kon'dthe only miniſters, let whatever ſpirit rule in their _ 
begarts: that is, let them in any plage be ever ſo vicious 
and profligate, yet no body elle muſt be eſteem'd a mi- 
HW  niſter of Chriſt W. 
* fully attend. And I hope my words are now intelli- 
Dor is the paſſage deſign'd to 
ing mens hearts, any farther than 5 
in the courſe of their lives; as he may eaſily perceive 
by what I fay, An uſeful miniſtry Ec. p. 24. 1 
think the words of the xxvi e which 
are very good; but the queſtion is, whether the people 
are to own and hearken to vicious and profligate men 
as the miniſters of Chriſt, when the ale 
— ticle 787 of, is notoriouſly neglected. 
I Jad 


„on whoſe miniſtrations men may law- 


however unaccountable the thing itſelf appears 


George the judg- 
they diſcover them 


he cites, 


41 


5 


ipline the ar- 


2 in the next words: Their way of ma- 
b naging the controverſy about ordination, has been 
_ © what: they would certainly have choſen, if they had 
E defign'd to puzzle the common people, rather than 
— TT NE INnT 
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tobe ingehuous, and an owning they would hot Have 
 fich- recourſe to fathers and councils, were they not 
conſtrain'd tit from the inſufficiency of any ſeripture 


LS] 


In anſwer hereto, he ſays, J. 2. The way we tale 


ts indeed the neareſt and ſureſt we can find t0'the 470, 5 


covery of the truth. Whether it be ſo or not, wie ſhall 


have a fairer opportunity of debating hereafter;' Let us 
therefore hear the reaſon he next gives why they take 
the way they do. Me voje it not, ſays he, hut becauſe 


the circumſtances of the taſe oblige us to it. This F take 


A 


Serous for them, ag tis for others, to have an undue 


eſteem of the ſignificancy of What is to be found in 
them. We care not how much they eſteem them, pro- 
vided they acknowledge they are of no ſignificancy at 
all to recommend ſuch things to chriſtians, as are no 
Where recommended in their Bibles. We are not deſti- 
tute of teſtimonies from them; but {till the Bible is our 
J can't fee but that the church 


only wle. And e 


of England has às Tittle reaſon, as we, to magnify t 


2 | * r 5 * * . 48... » += $r- up 2 22 + by _ 4 "EP 3 : J p 
atithority**of fathers and_councils:” 'There"are many 
more things among the dfagreeing With fathers 
* 40 $4 ap. 4 age F — SES X> N 1 771 THY 8 "—_ ; 
rf döuneéils, than can be found among us. And ſup- 


ad © bog 


p̃oſing I Were; to judge by chem us a rule, What com- 
munion I would be of, I muſt immediately fee tis im- 


. | M 
*T i . 


roof, which they can, bring for their opinion, It 
3 88 by this paflage, that there is ſomewhat Which 
muſt be maintain'd for certaif feaſons as truth; and 
ince it cannot be done by ſeriptüre, fome other way 
muſt be found out to do it. Whether EF have help el 8 
tlie common peſ ple to any as near und Jaje way, we are 
to devate'preſertthy: 02h (um: 
"He queſlions not what I next add, that I was Wil- 
ling to let our people ſee, they have no need to trou- 
ble themſelves-ahout what they bring from fathers _ 
e and councils; and that there is à ſhorter way of try- 
F ing the pretences of epiſcopal and diſlefiting mini: 
lers.“ He fays: Nis prndently ilone, no don bt, to keep 
their people from regarding whit ue bring from fathers 
and conpmilt I think *tis really ſo: and cw ould not be 
lels prudent intthem to do the like. But he adds : It 
dere dangerous to let them have' an efteem of the ſigni- 
Fiaanq of what is to be found in them. Tis indeed dan- 
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author in ) 
the churc 
What eflect it had upon the learned Dr. Grave, who 
was ordain'd in the church of Eugland, and no fa- 
VvVourer of the diſſenters; and yet, out of a deference ! _ 
to fathers and councils, was led into ſuch a dillike of 
dhe ſervice of the church of Euglund, upon the ac- 
count of one defect (as he thought ) in her admini- 
ſtration of the lord's ſupper, thgt he is ſajd never to 
have communicated with her in that ſervice. I que- 
lion whether there be any church in the world, that 
_ obſerves all thoſe rules upon which the antients vehe- 
mently inſiſted; and therefore none can have reaſon to 
be oftended, that I reject them as the rule of my faith 


or practice. 


C19 J 


poſſible I ſhould by their direction chuſe the epiſcobpal 8 
communion in Eugland. Let the trial be made by the 


Apoſtolical Canons, which biſhop Beveridge endeavours | 
to prove to be the molt ancient orders of the chriſtian 
church. There is not a biſhop of the church of E- 
land but muſt be depoſed, according to can. xxx1, be- 
cauſe he is made biſhop by the interelt of the rulers of 


this world; and by the ſame ca all that commu— 
nicate with ſuch are to be ſuſ.ended. And many other 
canons are there in the ſame collection, which muſt 
gneceſſarlly determin a man againſt that communion, ik 

be reſolves to make them his rule. And to help our 


* 


udging what ſervice this procedure can do 
1 of Euglaud, I will deſire him to conſider 


He will now b-7efly examine what iny ſhorter way of 


i ſucceſs will come to, which is the way I ſpake of for Rr 
trying the pretences of epiſcopal and diſſenting miniſters. 
I ſhall here give a brief account of thit Sermon, which 
will obviate whatever he has ſaid with relation to 
the delign of it, and may fave me ſome trouble here- 
J...... nn 
When I was to preach upon the occaſion mention'd 


in the title page of the Sermon, there were great heats 


in thenatton, and particularly where Las to preach, . 
about the validity of our baptiſms; and all our miniſtra- 
tions. Tobferved that the miniſtry of the diffenters in 
general was expoled ag 2 nullity, and I thought it per- 

all 


tinent upon that occalion to defend it, and (choſe that 


argument, apprehending it tended very much to diſpoſe 


bcopls 


mende 


L 20 J 


people to charity. I ſaw men were fallen into very 
different notions about the conveyance of the mini- 
ſterial office, and that they were on all ſides tenacious 
of their ſeveral opinions. About the buſineſs of ordi- 
nation I found they could wrangle endleſly, without 
- convincing one another. I was reſolved therefore to 
try, whether, waving the whole buſineſs of ordination, 
an argument might not be uſed, which was leſs per- 
plext, and more level to the loweſt capacity, and at 
the ſame time might diſpoſe people to charity. Nor 
was it my deſign only to promote charity in the epiſ- 
e but alſo in the diſ- 
ſenters toward virtuous and pious epiſcopal miniſters, 
as may be ſeen, p. 35, 36. And however ſome are di- 
pleas d, yet I ſee no cauſe as yet to repent the deſigg 
or management of the argument. It met with a greater 
approbation among the low- church men, than I could 
have expected any thing of mine ſhould do; and par- 
ticularly the late biſhop Burner ſpake of it, and recom- 
i it, in terms which I cannot with decency 


coparians toward the di 


Io return now to our author: he asks, hat pre- 
tences of epiſcopal and diſſenting miniſters this is tlje 
way of trying ? Not, ſays he, their pretences to re- 
_ gularity, or their being regular $1497 tha 1 grant 
it, nor was the Sermon in the leaſt deſign'd to ſhew 
when a miniſtry is regular. He attempts now to prove 
my ſhort way is tos ſhort. For certainly (ſays he, p.3.) 
people are bound to have a regard to regularity in their 
choice of a miniſtry, and never to acquieſce under one 
which they have cauſe to doubt is irregular. 1 


body 


Ihe regularity and irregularity of a miniſtry, which 
We now talk of, relates wholly to the entrance of per- 
ſons upon the miniſtry, that is, to their ordination. 
About the main and molt eſſential thing in an ordinati- 
on the epiſcoparians and diſſenters are agreed: That 'tis 
a ſolemn ſeparation of perſons to a ſacred office, and 
that this is to Ye done with prayer, and by perſons who 
have authority for it. What we differ about lies in 
two things: Who have authority to convey the office; 
and whether tis to be done with impoſition of hands, 
Ihe notion of ſome is: That the authority is in the 
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body of the people. Now this notion, howeyer it 
diſpleaſes me, and therefore has been earneſtly oppoſed 


by me, do's not with me much affect the regularity of 
an ordination. For tho? I hold this authority belongs 


larity, or validity of tt 


to miniſters 155 the ordinations of thoſe of the con- 
trary notion, being perform'd by miniſters, takes off 
the objection againſt them. Suppoſe a biſhop of the 
Church of England ſhould declare he ordain'd not as 
- 7a bi:hop, but as a N would this affect the regu- 
e ordination ? So in like man- 


ner, if miniſters in ordaining think they act in the 


name of the people, this will not with me nullify their 


act. The only irregularity then that remains, which 
will affect the ordination, is the omiſſion of impoſitibn 
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of hands. Now, tho” I grant this to be an irregula- 


rity ; yet I don't think it ſuch an one as renders a 


miniſtry invalid. For it lies not in the eſſence, but 


only in a circumſtance and ceremony of the ordina= _ 


tion. I can't but count this an irregularity, becauſe _ 


tis diſagreeable to ſcripture practice, and the rule 
Which is fairly imphy'd in the direction given to Ti- 


mothy, 1 Tim. v. 22. Lay hands ſuudenly on no man. 


But when I ſee good and honeſt men underſtand theſe 


things quite otherwiſe than I do, when I ſee they 
look upon the laying on of hands to have been uſed 


in the ſcripture” times only for the conveying extraor- 


dinary gifts, and therefore make a difficulty of uſing 
it; tho' I think they are in the wrang, yet I will not 
nullify their miniſtry merely for the want of ſuch a 
circumſtance.” And now as to what he ſays, I grant 
people are bound to have a regard to regularity in the 


choice of a miniſtiy; and ſo doubtleſs every one has ac- 


cording to his notion of regularity, and will when 
all other circumſtances are equal, prefer the miniſter 


be thinks regular: yet that they may never without 
= neceſſity acquieſce under one which they have cauſe to 
* doubt is irregular, is what I am rot free to grant; and 


were my lot caſt where a miniſter was ordain'd with- 
out impoſition of hands (tho' ſuch by the way are 
very few) I ſhould make no ſcruple of joining with _ 
him. Such a miniſtry, if attended with that evidence 
my Sermen goes upon, of Chriſt's being with them. 


n L221 
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would, with all its irregularity, be preſer'd by me to 

the pretended regularity of ſuch, men as are apparently 
unfit for the office. And the reaſon why I think I 
may hold communion with any ſuch is, becauſe I per- 

ceive good evidence of the validity of their minikkra. 


tions, And if Chriſt ſhews he counts them valid; 


who am I, that I ſhould go about to annul them, or 


_ refuſe to holgl a chriſtian communion with them? And 
et, as I hinted before, my more ſtated communion 
ſhould be with thoſe, whole ordinations were in my 


judgment perfectly regular, ſuppoſing all other circum- 


HKlances were alike. Nor do's it hence follow, that re- 
 gularity in this matter is but an enpiy name ; or that tt 
Aas not worth my while to trouble the world, or inyſelf 


about the requiſite of it. If it be order'd, it ought to be 
taken care of, and I did well to plead for-it ; tho? at the 


minded in this particular circumſlance, ſhould make us 
look upon them as not fit for us to hold communion 


Church. If they re:ain their notion, they muſt look 


upon the ordinativn of an unbaptized perſon as à great 


| irregularity. How then are they urged to chuſe ſuch 
a a miniſtry, if an apprehended irregularity makes it un- 
| lawful for perſons to acquieſce under a miniſtry ? 


I further ſaid in my preface: © am the better 
3 pleaſed with what I have ſug eſted to our people = 
F becauſe I have only lee 


e bleſled ſaviour, who has directed his followers to 
©, diſcover falſe teachers by their fruits, without men- 


_< tioning any thing of their miſſion: — and therefore 
5 . a | 12 2 COPE 
©. I wav the whole: buſineſs of ordination ?”*. Here 


he asks: Who can undei ſtand any other by this, than 


that his intention was to teach men to judge of, and conſe- 


 _ quently to chooſe a miniſtry, without any regard to ordi- 
ber therefore ee OD EIT 


N 
5s 


3 
_ 

4 £2 | | 

= 


* 
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ſame time I did not think, perſons being otherwiſe 


With. And I, am miſtaken, if I have not met with 3 
ſome of the epiſcgpal ſide, who have not diſlixed this 
way of reaſoning, when it has been for their turn. 

I é mean ſuch who have argued with the antipedo- 
baptiſts, that they might keep their own notions 

concerning infant baptiſm, and the neceſlity of 
immerſion, and yet not break communion with the 


1 


1 "Ts. true, I recommended it as a ſufficient rule, by 

Which we may judge whether a miniſtry be valid, and 
con ſequently ſuch as we may ſafely attend; and I think 
Hur ſaviour do's the ſame Do I then count the regu- 
larity of the miſſion à trifle? By no means; nor can 
my omiſſion any more infer my counting it ſuch, than 
Our lord's omiſſion can infer his doing ſq." And this 
rule is the rather to be here apply'd, becauſe the con- 

telts about the bulineſs of ordination have made that 
| an intricate matter. And ſince our lord unqueltio- 
7 


ably foreſaw. the ſtrife there would be about the 
pame of epiſcopacy, which | Clemens R. epiſt. I. c. 44. 
tells us, the apoſtles were inform'd of from Chriſt: 
" *why may he not be thought to deſign here to give a 
; ſhorter rule for n judge by 2 V 
I bes therefore no caule hitherto to retract any thing 


I have ſaid, and fol proceed to conſider what he ſays 


to my defending myſelf by Chrilt's example, Mattheu ; 


Now here our author ſays, p. 6. The queſtion is, 
| 7 what we are to underſtand by ſalſe prophets, and what 
y their fruits. He fays, I interpret falle prophets by 
= falle teachers without any ſcruplèe; bug for no other rea- 
ſeon, that he can ſee, than becauſe it makes beſt for my 
in poſe. If J had been peculiar in this interpretation, 
fits ſuggeſtion would have appear'd with much more 
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28 
* 
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2 


Falſe prophets was, that it beſt ſuited my mirp6lh 1G - 

Voll oblige me, by acquainting me wheg reafon Dr. Ham- 
mond had for giving the fame. Thus he expreſſes the 
ſenſe in his paraphruſe: Take heed of falſe teachers.” 
And Dr. Whitby pleads for this interpretation in his 


= decency. But if the only reaſon why I fo interpreted _ 


notes on the place. See alſo what he ſays on Tit. 117. 


ii. And Grotins, with ſeveral others, mention'd in the _ 
= Synopſis, agree with him. And the writer of the other 
__®* anſwer to my Semi, whom this author ſo much 
commend«s, tells me'(Prwvalid. p. 17.) that to improve 
[the doctrines: of - chriſtianity to edification, exhor- 
tation and comfort, was the work. of a'propher in 
the goſpel ſenſe, 1 Cor. x111. 14. And if they who 
did this were tue prophets, in a goſpel ſence; tis but 
natural to ſuppoſe that they who pretended to it, _ 5 
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Tit. 1. 12. I think we need not wonder if this title © 
is to be underſtood, as given by our lord to ordi- 
nary teachers. See Dr. Hammond on Tit. 1. 12. and 
Jute 1. 67. 5 | 47; a 


But let us hear our author's reaſons for rejecting this 
interpretation. For falſe prophets (ſays he, p.7.) in 
the ſenſe which is moſt proper iu the general, and maſs 
_ ſuitable to the place in particular; are ſuch as 1 1 
pretend to a ſpecial and extraordinary miſſion rom God: © 
Whereas. falle teachers are either ſuch as fa 
4 miſſion from God, whether ordinary or extraordinary, © 
or rather ſuch as teach falſe doctrine. 07 
That pr 


Where are ſometimes meant of ſuch as hal _ 
an extraordinary miſſion, I grant; that this ſenſe ſuits 

this particular place, I deny. For our ſaviour do's not 

ſpeak of ſuch falſe prophets as roſe among the Jews 
| ſoon aſter he left the world, and pretended to a ſpecial _ 
and extraordinary miſſion , whom he mentions elſe- 
Where, Matth. xxiv. 24. This is evident from the ac 


3g 


jely pretend 


count he here gives of them. They are ſuch as pro-= _ 
feels a reſpect to him, and call him /ord, lord, v. 21. 
which thoſe pretended extraordinary prophets did 
not. They were ſuch as would be able to plead they xp 
had propheſied in Chriſt's name, v. 22. Now thele _ 
things will not ſuit thoſe pretenders among the Fews. _ 
And ſince it may be doubted, whether there were 
any that came, as leaſt ſoon after Chriſt's time, and in 
his name falſely pretended to be prophets by an extra- 
ordinary miſſion; it ſeems moſt reaſonable to me, to 
ſuppoſe Chriſt ſpeaks of thoſe who only pretended an 
_ ordinary miſſion. Beſides, the ſeducers he means muſt _ 
certainly be ſuch as were to ariſe in the chriſtian 
church; and therefore we may well think they are 
the ſame, which St. Peter ſpeaks of under the name 
of falſe teachers; and that he deſigns to let thoſe he 
wrote to know, that the ſeducers who were coming 
among them, would be falſe teachers, and not falſe 
Prophets ſtrictly ſpeaking. But there were falſe prophets 
among the people, even as there ſhall be falſe teachers 
among you, 2 Pet. II. . 1 a} 
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le I on thus: And that may be a good way to de- 


+. telt falſe prophets, properly fo cal*d, which is not of equal 
le aſe 25 42 8 0iher falſe teachers. I ppele* he 
j means the failure of their predictions; if ſo, what he 
4 Afays is true, but nothing to our purpoſe. And this is 
applicable to the way of detecting them by their fruits, 
gs as Mr. P. ſeems to underſtand them of their immoral pra- 
2 _Flices. What then, is the way of detecting falſe pro; 
2 _phets by their immoral practices, only applicable to 
„ © falſe prophets, properly ſo call ; and not tb falſe teach- 
eers? What reaſon can there be for that? I confeſs the 
1 F paſſage is ſo obſcure, that I am not certain I take his 
meaning right, and therefore ſay no more about it. 
But by their fruits (as he go's on) I conceive we are to 
] wnderſtand their fruits as prophets, i. e. chiefly at leaſt 
their evil teachings or preachings; and not their wicked 
& _ lives; becauſe they are ſuppoſed to come in ſheeps cloth= 
ing, which is not conſiſtent with ſuch open wickedneſs of 
[ life, as would manifeſtly detect them. Now here I delire 
J) . 
I. That he ſuppoſes open wickedneſs of life would _ 
. = maniſeſtly detect theſe falle prophets; I ſuppoſe he 
means to be falſe prophets, for that 8 the detection he 
is ſpeaking of before. I his would be enough to juſtify _ 
me in applying the text as far as I have done to the 


IR ar 


2: clergy, provided tis meant of falſe zteachers. 
2. His argument is of no force, if by {beeps cloathing 
wee underſtand /heep-skins, as Hammond, Grotins, Whit» 
by, Lightfoot, and others explain it. For then this re: 
' lates not to an affected ſanctity of life, bat £0.00 in; 
tation of the old Fr 


„ 


prophets in their dress. 
3. Suppoling he is not miltaken in his notion of 
ſheeps cloathing, and that it relates to hypocriſy and 
diſſimulation; yet, as Dr. Mit) anſwers, © things 
„ feigned and diſſembled only, will in a little time 
A be eaſily diſcerned, from that which is ſincere and 
= NGC CEC. EI 
2 4. Let the reader judge by the context which inter- 
pretation of theſe fruits is moſt natural. Our ſaviour 
cautions people againſt falſe prophets, v. 15. tells them 
L. 16. Te ſhall kasw them by their fruits. And thus he 
goes on to argue agreeably 15 the metaphor he * 
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4 from ſuch perſons.] Every good tree bringeth forth x 
t 


tree cannot bring forth evil fruit: neither can a corrupt 
_ xree ay. forth good fruit, v. 19. Every tree ey OI. 3 
0 e 
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but the fruit pf holineſs? And is it not reaſonable to 
ſuppoſe he means the ſame fruit in repeating his aſ- 


r 
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E ep ers ware won a 0; 4 


fruits ye ſhall know them? The doctor's paraphraſe © 
brings our lord's words more home to my argument, 
than myown; and . 19. ſhould be then paraphrasd 
to this purpoſe : © And ſince their fruit is ſuch as 
© beſpeaks them the heirs of hell, you cannot expect _ 
any advantage by them, or any thing but their 
© doom, if you follow them. But I will not inſiſt 
upon this. Our lord in the next verſe evidently con- 


uſed: Do men gather grapes of thorns, or firs of thiſtles? 4 
v. 17. Even fo [Dr. WWiity adds in his paraphraſe : 
It is not to be expected, that ye ſhould receive good 


good fruit; but a corrupt tree ev 


fruit, v. 18, A good 


eth not forth good fruit, is hewn down and caſt into t 
Fre. Now what can the fruit in this laſt place ſignify 


ſertion in the next words, v. 20. Wherefore by their 


firms my interpretation, v. 21. Not every one that ſaith 


unto me, lord, lord, ſhall enter into the kingdom of hea- _ 
ven; but he that dgth the will of my father, which is in 
heaven. This doing the will of God is the good 
fruit, and ſtands in oppoſition to the evil fruit Chriſt 
| ſpeaks of. And ſo in the two next werſes he ſhews 


what the evil fruit was, for which he would con- 


5 demn theſe falſe prophets at laſt, that it was the wor- 
in iniquity. v. 22. Many, ſays he, will ſay to me in that 
W day, lord, lord, habe ue not propheſied in thy name, and 
in thy name caſt out devils, and in thy name done mauy 
wonderful works ? v. 23. And then will I profeſs to 
them, I never knew you ; depart from me, je that work 
iniquity. Perhaps ſome may think theſe two laſt verſes 


determine it that our ſaviour ſpeaks of perſons pre- 


_ tending to an extraordinary miſſion, But we muſt re- 
member that our lord uſed ſuch a way of ſpeaking on 
other occaſions, making his ſuppoſition to run very 
high, on purpoſe the more to affect his hearers with 

the vanity of their ungrounded hopes. So he repre- 
ſents the fooliſh virgins, as coming to the gate of 

heaven, and ſeeking admilſion, The deſign of hien 
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13 not to d * chat any . TO do ſo; but 
b that if it could 5 pag they ſhould, they would 
15 yet. e re ected.. 0 i 
derſtaud him ie "Peet if theſe perſons be judg d 
according t th Heir plea "4 muſt ſuppoſe their 1581 at 
Halt Woul 
pretended extraordinary miſſion, And ſo this would 
pet more confirm my notion. For if Chriſt reckons 
2 Wick as had really receiv'd an extraordinary miſſion, | 


in like manner are we to un- 


grounded upon a real, and not a falſely 


0 be lle prophets; if they. are workers o iniquity; 5 


3 44 will“ 19 uch more count all thoſe falle prophets, Wo 
are of 


e ſame character, and can yet pretend to no 
mae an ordinary mi ion. $a 
hink I need not ſet down our aathor's para- . 


1 or: upon. Chriſt's words, ſince I have overthro n 


f 


2 the Wii of it. Nor do's it ſignify to allege other 


= cautions concerning falſe prophets. No doubt he is + : 


flalſe prophet, who propheſies any thing contra 5 
1 the W 1255 | 


in” of G64”; but that dos not hinder our 


cu; giving another rule to try them by. I conclude 


0 therefore with ithy s note upon. the Res | 
- © Moreover, it myſt be noted that Chi 


here ſpeaks 


1 el to the multitude, L. 28, 29. and to the-ars' of the 
* ce people, Lyke vit. 1. they therefore mult beware of 


14 them, and ſo be able to now them by their works, 5 


3 <a the tree is known” by its* jruits, v.26: from the 


© Works of iniquity they do, . 23, n6t from their 
e doctrines ; for that would rendes our lord's words 


1 ridiculous, viz, © Beware of tefchers of falſe doc- 
[cc trines, by their falſe doctrines ye hall know' . 


t em. 
= 1 K ſeems to have fore doubt « of his own interprets 4 


n 25 = 555 Hen, Ge 70 be by 77750 1 e 
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t 28 1 
| livery ſaying, Matth. xx111, 2, 3 The ſcribes and 3 
„ phariſees fit in Moſes ſeat, -. All therefore whatſoever 
they bid you obſerve, that obſerve and do: but do not 
ye 105 their works; for they ay, and do not: which is 


1 a plain 85 77 that regularl ly appointe teachers are 


8 Preſently toe diſregarded, on, account 9 ' their uucon- 


= =» beware 


Jjormable prattices. 
Now here I deſire the 28 to Parve the nature of 
this rational K fa prof $ 501 0 0 Chriſt, when he 
falſe proph 1955 by their fruits ye ſhall 
know them, can't be 7 5 1 to req uire us to re- 
ject or ſotlake falſe teachers to Sow þ their wick- | 


ed practices; becauſe he commands his di e not 1 "I 


be reject or. forſake the ſcribes and phariſees, whoſe pra- 
Ctices were wicked. Now I. eärneſtly deſire him to 
inform me, how this can conſiſt with What; our faviour 


ſays elſewhere concerning theſe ſame phariſees, Marth. 3 
yl. 6. Take beed-and beware of the leaven of the phari- 


wont And this leaven is afterwards interpreted to be 
the dci xine of the phariſees, v. 12. And the fa me word __ 
: e is uſed here, au, Matt h. v11. 15. If then (o 
beware in on pag muſt ſignify, as our author ex, 
5 plains it, r. 1400 aking, I would fain know 
Why i it ou not in the other? And in the place 1 
have now leg d, tis plain if they were to reject or 


Mo ee any thing of the phariſees, it was their doctrine. 3 


| e queſſion now is, how this caution of our lord is 
.* tent with the other text which our author has 


5 produced: and an ꝭccount of that is very eaſy. The A 


| ſcribes and phariſees are often reproyed by Chriſt, for 
corrupting the law of God by their traditions. He 
therefore, Matth. xvl. cautions his diſciples againſt 


1 them. But yet as they fat in Moſes's chair (i. e. if I 


_ underſtand the expreſſion, were expounders of the law 


of Moſes) Chriſt would not have them reject all they 


aid, meerly becauſe they ſaid it. The leaven of their 
dodirine he would have them reject: but what they 
ſaid from the law of Moſes, all the juſt i interpretations 
they gave of the precepts of the law, he would have 
them comply with. And the fame is applicable to o- 
ther falle teachers, whether they have, or have not 
; had a | regular miſſion. Whatever they N 
| fairly 
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fairly from the law of God we are to receive, not be- 


cauſe of their recommendation, but becauſe of the law.” 
of God. And our author will do well to-ſhew, how 


upon any other ſcheme than this our ſaviour could ju 
ſtify his diſciples, in not complying with what the 
(cribes and phariſees requir'd, the obſerving that indif- 


| ferent ceremony of waſhing their hands before meat, 3 


Matt h. xv. 1, &c. If our author were not ſo ſevere 
upon my moral conduct, I ſhould be apt to ſuggeſt to 
him my ſuſpicion, that he would not argue after this 
rate, unleſs he was very conſcious, that his party need- 


# 


ed ſuch a defence. 


t * 


Next he will conſider whether I have only followed 
our ſaviour's example. Our ſauiour (lays he, p. 8.) 
directe men to diſcover falſe prophets (i. e. falſe preten- 
ders to an extraordinary divine miſſ:on) by what they 
ſpeak and act i: Poon (Jay it were) by their mo- 
ral behaviour. 
not what) pretences, not of prophets, but of ordinary mi- 
niſters, not by what they ſpeak vr do as miniſters, or by 
their moral ehaviour, but by their ſucceſs in converting e 


Ind Mr. P. teaches to Judge of (I know 


and ediſying their hearers. This ſgrely is very different | 


From only following our ſaviou;'s example. Let but 

_ Chriſt's words be interpreted as I have ſhown they _ 
- ought, and I think I have follow'd his example in 

two things: firſt, in waving the buſineſs of miſſion : _ 

ſecondly, in propoſing not the ſame, but ſuch a kind _ 

of mark for men to judge by, ag our ſaviour dos; 
that is, ſuch an one as is eaſy, and Nable to all men's ob- 
ſervation. And this is all the imitation my words can 


_  Hego's on: And if nr ſaviewr mention'd not miſſion 
in one caſe, that is no precedent for Mr. P's not mention- 


ing it in another very different.” But I hope *tis, where 
the caſe is not different, but the ſame. ¶ a falſe pro- 


phet may be diſcover'd by his fruits, what plaufible evi- 


dence ſoever he may bring of his miſſion ; it will by no : 


meant follow, that an ordinary miniſtry may be choſen or 


Juſtified by its ſucceſs, without conſidering by what autho- 


ih it is appointed, I never pretended to gather that 


rule from our ſaviour's words, tho* Dr. J/hithy might 2 
have led me to it. The rule it ſelf is gather d from 


other 


301 


other texts: and twas not fair in a man of his conduct 
to repreſent his ad verſary as dra wing a conſequence he 
r ͤ 287-0 
After I had in e. down our faviour's 
without all doubt, this is a 
__ «© qarrant to the people of England to beware of a 


| rule, 1 added: « An 


dc great part of thoſe who would invalidate all our 
* miniſtrations; For if looſeneſs and debauchery ; 


c unithankſulneſs to God and man for the greateſt 
& (eliverances; the ſowing ſtrife and contention; the : 
“ ſtiting up to ſedition, rapine and ſacrilege; the in- 

„ couraging rebeltion againſt the beſt of kings; and 
e the prevaricating both with God and man in ſub- _ 


* ſcriptions, prayers, and the moſt plain, expreſs, and 


50 and ſolemn oaths; if theſe, I ſay, are not fruits bad 
d enough to prove men falſe prophets, and to teach 
e us to beware of them, I can't conceive what uſe 


* our ſaviour's rule can be of. And here my moral 


conduct falls under examination : tho' if this be the 
wWorſt part of it, I fear not to acquit my ſelf to the _ 
world. He calls this, p. 9. a moſt confident and unh. 
ituble cenſure ; and days: Such their guilt is neither con- 
feffed, nor notorions, nor Poſſible to be proved. The black 
imputation can be grounded on no better than uncertain” 
ſumiſes; and the confidence of it can never be reconciled 
with the love either of peace, or truth; of candour, cha" 
rity, or juſtice. That this guilt is notorious, cannot 
with any modeſty be denied; but it ought moſt bit-' 
teerly to be bewail'd,* even by thoſe who are clear of 
it, the miſchief being unſpeakable which it do's to 
religion and the government. I can truly ſay, Tam 
glad when I hear of any virtuous clergymen. I envy. 
them not the advantage they may ſeem to have for a+ 
more extenſive uſefulneſs, and as heartily reſpect them 
and wiſn them ſucceſs in their works, as I do thoſe _ 
of our own fide: But as the intereſt both of religion 
and the government is ſo deeply concern'd, a man 
cannot but be, inquiſitive about it; and all the accounts 
that ever I could hear, confirm the truth of what 1 
have ſaid; The great /ooſeneſs and debauchery of many 


| of our bittereſt adverſaries depends not on uncertam 


ſermiſer, but is eaſily to be obſerv d. And the manner 


(31 J 
nin which the revolution, and the glorious memory of 
king Wiliam has been treated, and the rancor and bit-, 
terneſs with which they have fallen upon the duke of 
| Marlborou h, whom God honour'd to be the inſtru» | 
ment of 2 the threatning power of France, 
will, if any thing in the world can do it, fix the cha- 
ratller of unthankfulneſs to God and man for the greateſt 
© deliverances upon a great number of them. And 
What elſe can we make of their open diſcouraging of 
rejoicings for the ſucceſſes God has given us; and their 
being lifted up and ſhewing themſelves pleaſed, as tho? 
it were their day, when the advantage was on our 
adverſaries fide? And as to the ſowing ſtrife aud con- 
tention, and 48 up to ſedition, rapine, aud ſacrilege; 
J may appeal to their Sermons, to the diſcovery they 
have made of themſelves in converſation, and to what _ 
haas been done at one of the famous ſeminaries, where 
our high clergy learn the principles they afterwards 
ſcatter thro? the nation. And if they have no in- 
cClination this way, why are they ſo fond of ſuch writers 
of news and pamphlets, as notoriouſly deſign to pro- 
mote theſe things? If I am miſtaken in them in this 
reſpect, 1 am not miſtaken alone; che Facobites muſt 
have pretty much the {ame ſentiments, or they would 
never commit their ſeditious writings to them eſpe» _ 
Cially, as the moſt truſty diſperſers of them. And the 
ſame kind of arguments will fix upon them the charge 
of zncouraging rebellion againſt the beſt of kings, and the 
Perevaricating with God and man in ſ$bſcriptions, prayers, 
aud oaths; not to mention the declarations ſome of 
them have not ſtuck to make, of the reaſons of their 
talking the oaths, and uſing the prayers, or their aftec- 
ting the company of the Pretender's friends, and giving 
them their utmoſt aſſiſtance. I muſt confeſs theſe 
things appear ſo notorious to me, that I am ſometimes. _ 
_— tempted to go by the rule, which the late excellent 
biſhop Burnet is ſaid to have obſerved in judging con» 
"73 cerning the clergy. VVV . 8 
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ieee would next ſuggeſt, a great part of our miniſters 
may as well be condemn'd by our ſaviour's rule; as a 

great part of the Clergy. Should it be ſaid, that our 

+ 2 [aviour's foremention d rule is a warrant to the e of < 
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England, to beware of a great part of the diſſenting 

_ oxeachers ; for that, tho they come in ſheeps cloathing, 
with great pretences to innocence and meetneſs and mo- 
dleration; yet their bitter and uncharitable reflections, 


[32] 


their jauttrous and ſchiſmatical practices, the rigorous 


and arbitrary proceedings of them and their diſciples 
when in porver, their eagerneſs after blood and revenge, 
| theſe and the like fruits ſbeu them to be inwardly raven- 
ing wolves: this were no more than might be ſaid 
. . 75 as good grounds at leaſt, as what is ſuid by Mr. P. 
But his uncharitable cenſures, how 17 ſeever, 
Pall never be retaliated by me; much 
r - oooh: 


And yet I believe every one will take theſe innu- 


 endo's to be defign'd as fo many charges by way of 
_ retaliation. But as the truth of our charge is noto- 
rious, we defy his retaliation. Our 7nnocence, meek- 
meſs, and moderation are conſpicuous to the whole na- 
tion, and render'd the more ſo by the grievous provo- 
cations we have receiv'd from his friends. And when 
our reflections exceed not obvious truth, they can't 
be tax d as bitter and uncharitable. Fattions and ſchiſ- 
mmnatical principles We hold none: we leave theſe to 
\ high church, who have as peculiarly diſtinguiſh'd them- 
| ſelves by them, as any men in the world. Nor are 
we chargeable with rigorozs and arbitrary proceedings. 
That there were ſome ſuch uſed; thro' the influence 
of ſa few ſelfiſh men in CromweP's time, we do not 
bs deny, many of which were diſapproved then by the 


E: 


party; but whatever was rigorous and arbitrary in 
our own, as well as any other party, we utterly diſ- 


like, and therefore ought not to be reproach'd with 
it, eſpecially by thoſe whoſe little finger has been 
thicker than our Joins. As to his ſugelting ur 
eagerneſs after blood and revenge, I can't imagine wat 
he means; unleſs he is diſpleas'd with us, that we 
| were not deſirous that incouragmeent ſhould be given 
to the railing new rebellions, by ſparing all that were 
open rebels. We deſire no other ſeverity than what 
will be for the ſecurity of the government, nor do we 
ſee that more has been uſed. And when this is all 
that can be pretended, I wonder how he could think 


it 


eſs his confidence © 


XX it conſiſtent with his moral conduct to repreſent this | 
under the odious character of an eagerneſs after blood s 
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bo, and revenge. Nor would it have been a miltake in 
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uncouth ? And as to the other expreſſion of perſons _ 


his rational cenduct, if he had ſpar'd this reflection: 
for certainly it do's not appear very friendly to the 
government; and therefore 'twouid have been more 
prudent in a man, that writes himſelf a ce, gun of the 
church of. England, to have omitted it, when he is de- 
nying the clergy's prevaricating in their oaths. People 
will be apt to ſuſpect he knows himſelf more of the 
matter than he cares to own, and that he had ſome 


pecial reaſon for his paſſing over a black imputation 


In my preface I give this reaſon, why ſome miſ- 

_ underſtood my former e n © Some have over- 

© look'd the nature of that ſucceſs I argued from, in 

c the Hermon, which is no other than the forming 
* Chriſt in men, ſo as that they become the Epiſtle of 


* Chr:ft.” This, he ſays, /. 10. is a ery uncourh . 5 
0 


AY of explaining himſel*. I am very ſorry, he thould 


elleem it; ſince I only make uſe of two expreſlions of 


1 the apolile, who do's not uſe to, be counted an un- 


couth writer. And tho” the ters are metaphorical, 


yet 1 don't ſee any reaſon I have to be diſpleas'd with 


my felf for uling them. The perſons I ſpoke of 
placed the ſucceſs too low, in a bare ſobriety, without 
any regard to the other chriſtian virtues; and I thought 
it was proper for me, that I might ſet forth their 
miiſtake, to ſpeak of the ſuccels A as high and lofty _ 
an expreſſion, (which yet fignihes the thing I delign) _ 
as any the ſcripture attords. And fo he may feel _ 


ſpeak of that expreſſion of forming Chriſt in men, in 
the Sermon, p. 16. And why is this then reckon'd 


becoming the epiſt/e of Chriſt, tis in the very words 


of my text, and was very proper to put perſons in 


mind, they ought not to object againſt me any ſucceſs, . 


that was not great enough to anſwer the greatneſs of 


that expreſſion. 


le adds: That from hence, and from what he ſays in 
the Sermon refer'd to, ſuppeſing him to ſpeak good ſenſe, 
we may gather his meaning to be this, vit. That the 


ſiudcceſs 


THE —- 


ſucceſs he ſpeaks of, is the making men true and. fin- 


t aeere chriſtians, &c. *Tis very certain this is my mean- 
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ing; and I am inditterent whether I am allowed to 
| ſpeak good ſenſe or not, by men that will doubt of it, 
upon the account of my uſing the apoſtle's expreſſions, 
to liynify the ſame thing that he meant by them. But 
he adds: Thence it will follow that we can uo better judge 
of the ſucceſs of any miniſtiy, than we can of the hearts 
of thoſe, who live under it. This is very true. But 
then the queſtion is; whether we may not, by perſons 
chriiiian behaviour and converſation, have ſutficient 
reaſon to judge their hearts to be lincere. The apoſtle 
ſpeaks of a man's ſhe ving his faith by his works, of 
mens faith and obedience coming abroad, and being 
ſpoken of in the world. Nor do I ever appeal to any 


- other ſucceſs, than ſuch as is obvious. 
1 ſaid further in the preface © Some have thought 


© the apolile could not prove his apolileſhip by ſuc- 


cc 


ceſs; becaule then every ſuccelsful miniſter would 2 
be prov'd an apoſtle. A ſhort anſwer to which, 


. 


e cient: That ſucceſs only proves men to be what 
c | 


© they pretend tod and not what they do not. 
Here he fays: This is. a ſhort anſwer indeed, but 


ce and to other objections of the like nature, is ſuſh- 1 


not ſufficient. For, if this be ſo, then if any pretend a 1 


call to the miniſtry by ſpecial revelation, ſucceſs vil! 
prove ſuch their call. lis very true, it did ſo in the 
cale of the apoſtle, who was call'd by ſpecial revelati- 


on. And when 1 meet with any ſuch fucceſs as my 


argument is grounded upon, attending one who falle- 
ly pretends a call by ſpecial revelation, I ſhall then 
think tis time to anſwer this objection : for at preſent 
JJ ere... 
Hie go's on: Then too, ſucceſs will prove the vegula- 
rity, as well as the validity of an) miniſtry, that doth but 
pretend to it. 1 anſwer the regularity and validity of a 
miniliry are widely difterent things. The regularity, 
which ſignifies its conformity to a rule, can only be 
judg'd of by the ſcripture rule. But when we talk of 
the validity of a miniſtry, we only mean that a mini- 


ſtry is own'd by Chriſt, that he concurs with it, and _ 


Tatifies its acts. And this may be, when thro' a a. 
%% eee on Rn rm ir Tere 0 


[133]. 


ol the rule in leſſer circumſtances, a regularity may be 5 


Wanting. Nor did ever any man appeal to ſucceſs, 
or any thing but the ſcripture, as an evidence of the 
regularity of a minil.iry; and when any do, and have 
the ſucceſs I ſpeak of, this objection will be to the 


* purpo| . 


* 


In the next place he comes to debate with me: 
1. Heu the Corinthians ue the epilile of Chriſt in 


2 Sz. Paul's behalf. Here 1 lay the ſtreſs upon their 


converſion: he inſiſts upon it, that it mult be their mi- 


N 
| 3 


® racukus converſion. He very truly ſuppoſes, p. 11. 1 
* will here except againſt the term | miraculous] and will _ 
ſay that "its brought in without ſiſficieut ground in the 


words of ſcripture. And I think there is ſufficient | 
ground for ſuch an exception. For it would be very 


ſtrange, if the apoſtle ſhould never, thro? his whole 


argument, give the leaſt hint of that, upon which the 


eateſt ſtreſs is to be laid. A man muſt have taken 
very little notice of his cluſe way of reaſoning, and his 


frequent couching an argument as *twere in a ſingle 


word, who will expect to meet with any thing of this 


 awere ſuch an epiſile, in regard of their conver fron by St. 


nature in his Epiſtles, Let us nowthear his reaſons for 


his adding the term, miracnl⁴u rf. 
But ſince Mi.. P. bimſelf inſiſts that the Corinthians 


Paul's miniſtry ; fince they were ce tainly converted ina 
mirac lous way, St. Paul himſelf alleging, 1 Cor. 11, 4. 


that his preaching among them was Mot with enticing _ 
words of man's wiſdom, but in dèmonſtration of the _ 


ſpirit, and of power; and 2 Cor. x11. 12. that the 


ſigns of an apolile were wrought among them in all 


patience, in ſigns and wonders, and mighty deeds ; 
and laſtly, fince they were undeniably an epiſtle (as it 
were) the more univerſally known aud = and much 
the more manijeſtly declared to be the epiſtle of Chriſt, 


by the miraculous manner of their cende fon; I ſee no 


reaſon to ſuppoſe their bare conver fion reed to, with- 
out regard to the ſaid manner of it ; which makes 5 * 


- widently for St. Paul's purpoſe, aud gives ſo much clear- 


neſs to his reaſoning. Upon this I will make a few re- 
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| So 36 J 5 2 
B (1.) *Tis not certain, that all that were converted by ; 
1 the apoſtle, were converted miraculouſiy; nor is it un- 4 
| reaſonable to ſuppole, that many might be converted 1 
b 

7 


by his bare preaching, and the more common opera- 
tions of the ſpirit. His reaſoning of righteouſneſs, tem- 
perauce, and judgment to come, made a heathen magi- 
{trate tremb/e, when he probably wrought no miracle 
before him; and why the Holy Spirit might not con- 
; cur with the ordinary means then, and make them ef 
' -  fectual, when no extraordinary ones were uſed, I can 
not imagine. Now flince the apoſtle ſpeaks in the ge- 
gnheral of thole converted by his miniſtry, as an epiſtle 
of Chriſt, and makes no diſtinction of ſome convert- 

ed in an ordinary, others in a miraculous manner, *tis 

| reaſonable to judge he reckon'd them all to be thus an 
VVV 


.s .) The miraculous, and the ſanctifying operations 
| of the Holy Spirit were then very difterent, and often 
ſeparated from one another; and therefore the apoſtle 
may well enough be ſuppos'd to argue ſometimes from 
the one, and ſometimes from the other according as he 
ſaw occaſion. I Heſe operations were diflerent not 
| only. in their nature, but in their eflect. The miracu 
| . Jlous operations ſerv'd to convince the underſtanding, 
| and this was ſometimes done, as in the caſe of Simon 
Magus, when there was no change wrought in the 
heart by ſanctifying operations of the Spirit. And as 
the apolile . K. appeals to the miraculous ope- 
j - rations of the Spirit, without any regard to his ſancti- 
| fying ones; ſo he may well be allow'd at other times to 
| appeal to his ſanctifying operations, without any re- 
_.gard to thoſe that were miraculous. s. 
 (3.) The only way to know which he refers to, is by 
cConlidering the expreſſions he uſes, and comparing 
| them with the context: and both theſe clearly eſtabliſh * 
the interpretation I have given. The author himſelf 
| is not able to refer us to the leaſt hint given by the 
| apoſtle, either in the text or context, that he had any 
| regard to the miraculous operations of the Spirit. No- 
| thing is mention'd in the text but his ſanctifying or- 


And 
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3 And further, the whole context is perfectly agreeable 


Hhereto. For the clearing this matter, I deſire the 
reader to peruſe what he lays from the 14. verſe of 
the foregoing chapte,. v. 14. Now thauks be to God whith 
always cauſeth us to triumph in Chriſt, and maketh na- 
 Wifeſt the ſavour of his kde by us in every place. 
15. For we are unto God a ſweet ſavour of Chriſt, both 
in them that are ſaved, and in them that periſh. v. 16. To 
he one we ave the favour of death unto death; and to 
_RQheotber the ſauour of life unto lije : and who is ſuf- 
ffcient for theſe things © v. 17. For we are not as many, 
which corrupt the word of God : but as »f fincerity, 
but as of God, in the fight of God ſpeak we in Chriſt. 
Having inention'd his travels before, he thanks God, 
at the 14. ve, ſe, for the ſatisfaction and joy he had, 
that his ſervice in preaching the goſpel was acceptable 
to God, and that he vouchſafed him that ſucceſs here- 
in, which baffled the little inſinuations of thoſe, who 
attempted to diſparage his miniſtry, And having in 
the 15. and 16. verſes ſhew'd how acceptable he was 
to God in what he did, at the 17. he gives a reaſon þ 
hy God thus accepted him, and #wn'd him by ſuc _ 
cells. Fur we are not as many, &c. Wherehe may well 
be underſtood to reflect upon ſuch pretenders, as raiſed _ 
a4uaction againſt him in the church of Corinth, and to 
intimate that they had not ſuch ſucceſs; and the 
treaſon was, becauſe they were ſo unlike to him in ſin- 
cCebrity in preaching the goſpel. Ani *tis evident one 
main deſign he has here, and in mahy other parts of 
this Epiſtle, is to juſtify his ſincerity, as a miniſter of 
Chriſt. And tho' miracles were a fuller confirmation 
of the truth of the chriitian religion; yet when they 
Were ſo common in that age, they might not, for | 
ought I know, be ſo full a confirmation of Chriſt's a- 
= proving a particular miniſtry, and ſo of a perſons fin- 
ceerity, as that abundant ſucceſs the apoſtle appeal'd to. 
Judas had the ſame power of working miracles with 
the reſt of the apoſtles: and if ſome underitand that 
text, Hebr. vi. 4. aright, *twill be probable ſeveral had 
then the power of working miracles, who were not 
ſincere chritlians. I will not vouch it for certain, that 
this was the apoſtles reaſon, why he appeals as he do's; 
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„ but this is evident, that he refers wholly to his ſuc- 
__ ceſs. To go on then with his diſcourſe; he begins to 
apologize as it were for his ſpeaking for himſelf, chap. 


iti. 1, 2, 3. Do we begin again to commend ou; ſe ves ? or 


need we, as fome others, letters of commendation fr om you? 
Te are ou epiſtle, &c. q. d.“ But can there be any need 
4 1 ſhould ſpeak of that abundant ſucceſs wherewith 
* Chriſt has born witneſs to my miniſtry, and attelled_ 
c his acceptance of my lincere ſervices in other places, 
c when you have ſuch a full proof of the ſame among 
elves? You have ſeen how faithful I have 
“ heen in preaching the goſpel, and God has own'd 

“ me as ſuch among you; ſo that your converſion by 

c my preaching is a teſtimony from God to the world, 

& both of my ſincerity, and his acceptance.” And ſo 

n the text he ſpeaks of the Corinthians, as the epiſtle f 

| Chriſt, uritten net with ind, but by the [pirit of the liuing 
So; not in tables of ſtone, but in flehbly tables of the 
heart. where there is not the leaſt hint of his intend- 
ing any of the miraculous operations of the Spirit; but 
is expreſſion looks as tho? it were choſen on purpoſe, _ 


to denote only thoſe operations which are for the re- 
-mewing theheart of men. hn nn HH 
Thus again he ſpeaks of his miniſtry to the ſame - 
purpoſe, v. 6. Who alſo hath made us able miniſters o 
the New Teſtament, not 6f the letter, but of the Hiri: 
For the letter killeth, but the ſpirit giveth life. Here he 
ſtill keeps to thedame compariſon he had ſuggeſted in 
the text, ſhewing he was not ſuch a miniſter of God, 
as Moſes was, to bring a law from God written in 
ſtone, but to miniſter the ſpirit, as a ſpirit of life, i. e. 
a ſanctifying ſpirit. And ſo the ſtreſs of his argument 
ſtill lies in the ſanctifying operations of the Spirit. In * © 
the reſt of his diſcourle in this chapter, he goes on 
with the ſame compariſon, ſhewing that the deſign of 
a goſpel miniſtry was to convey the ſpirit, to form 
men to glory. Now this he lets us know is done, not 
by miracles, but by diſcovering the glory of the lord 
to them, whereby they are impreſt with a reſemblance _ 
of that glory, v. 18. But we all with open face le- 
Holding as in a glaſs the glory of the lord, are changed _ 
timo the ſame image, from glory to glory, even as by the _ 
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3 Spirit of the lord. And it appears, that he is all along 


| here upon the ſame argument, by his reſuming in the 
two firſt verjes of the Iv. chap. what he had men- 
tion d of his faithfulneſs, chap. ii. 17. Therefore ſeeing 


we have this miniſtry, as we have received mercy, we 


| faint nit. but have reuounced the bidden things of diſ- 


honeſty, not walking ia cra/tizeſs, nor handting the word 


 ofeGod deceitfully, but by manifeſtation of the truth com- 


ending ourſelves to every man's conſcience in the fight 


1 of God. So that upon the whole, the bringing in the 
wm, miraculous, is only to ſerve an hypotheſis, and 


has not the leaſt countenance from the apoltle's diſ- 
_—@ourle. And this conurms me very much in my ar- 
gument, as it ſhews this author and his friends could 
not give a fair anſwer to it, but were forced upon ſuch 


an unreaſonable interpretation to avoid it. 


Our author, ſuppoling that the ſucceſs the apoſtle . 


2. That this will not warrant any other pretended 


miniſtry, that is ſucceſsful, unleſs it be miraculouſly 
> Jo, i.e. ſucceſsful by miracle, IJ have overthrown the 
reaſon of this pretence, and ſo need not ang war ag 


anſwer it. And indeed he ſeems to lay the ſtreſs ſo 


_ * wholly upon the miracles ; and talks of the ſucceſs as 
a thing ſo impollible to be known, that I wonder he 


did not find out a way wholly to exclude it from the 
apoſtle's argument. But I deſire the reader here to 
Conſider, whether an epiſcopal clergyman ſhould have 
made this objection, even ſuppoſing his ground work 
rigghtly laid. The example of the apoſtles in laying _ 
on hands is pleaded to vindicate the biſhops laying op 


hands in confirmation: but what warrant Fu the prä- 
Etice of the apoliles be, according to th 


gentleman, 


for the biſhops, ſince the ſucceſs of the apoltles there- 
in was by miracle, as that of the biſhops confeſledly 
is not? And if they may argue after that rate in 
one caſe, why ſhould he be diſpleaſed, ſuppoſing. 1 


bad, as I have not, argued in like manner in another? 


He next proceeds to inquire, 


. Howfar ſucceſs may juſtify or recommend any mini 


Fe,. And here heſays 1; i uſual, we know, with God 


„ 
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can never juſtify the actions of men inſtrumenta "7M 
his author, in the next page, acknowledges the ſuc- 
ceſs we ſpeak of proves the interpofition of Chriſt, viz. 
Ey his Spirit in the hearts of men. Now where mens 
miniſtrations are counted by Chriſt utterly invalid and 
null, and he do's not own them as his miniſters, tho 
they aſlume that character; I cant think, he will fa» _ 
vour them with ſuch ſignal interpolſitions: and tge 
apoſtle, as IT have ſhewn, ſeems to be of the fame © 
mind, 2 Cor. 11.17. Or if he pleaſe, he may conſider 
this matter in the caſe of two miniſtries, in ſome re- 
ſpects oppoſite to one another; as he knows I pro- 
poſed to try the pretences of epiſcopal and difſenting _ 
miniſters thereby. Let us then ſuppoſe, there are two 
miniſtries, the one authorized by Chriſt, and the other 
both irregular and invalid, utterly diſapprov'd by Chriit, 
not only in ſome particular leſs conſiderable circum- _ 
| ſtance, but in the very ellence of it. I put it now to 
this Author: Do's he believe in his conſcience, that 
Chriſt will by hes own interpoſition give a greater 
ſucceſs to that miniſtry whick he utterly diſapproves, 
than to that which he counts regular and valid? This 
for my own part I can never believe; and yet I 
would never have made uſe of the argument, had 1 


TY 
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to bring good out of evil,to make the wickedneſs of man ſul. ; 7 
fervient to his glory, and to compaſs a good end, by means in 


the human agents finful. And therefore good Juceefs alone 
to ik. 


not thought it notorioully evident, that the ſucceſs 


of goſpel admirfiſtrations is chiefly among the dil- | 
ſenters; and that the little religion that is left in the _ 
nation is moſtly among us, notwithſtanding the vaſt 
inequality of our number. See p. 30. of the firſt Ser- 
"mon. b can't but obſerve, how our author is 
forced to qualify his expreſſion in the next ſentence : 
More particularly, tis not at all ſtrange that God ſhould 
SOMETIMES give force and efficacy t0 Fi, word and other 
means in themſelves rover; tho apply by uſurpers of © 
the miniſtry, eſpecial 2 ] 


for the benefit of 


he ſhould much oftener give ſuch force and efficacy to 


the means when apply'd by uſurpers, than when ap- 


ply*d 


ſuch as in the © 
 ftmplicity of their hearts miſtake thoſe uſurpers for Iaw- 
ul miniſters, and would nit otherwiſe adhere to them. 
But I ſuppoſe, it would ſeem very ſtrange indeed, it 


as, !. . 

n 
9 * 5 
_ A 
5 
Os 


„ 
f 8 
21 


ET 


ply'd by thoſe whom alone he counts lawful miniſters. 
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1 cannot but think what I ſuggeſted in the Sermon; » 
p. 21, 22. is conſiderable: I hat there is the more rea- 


9 cc ſon to argue the validity of a miniſtry from the 


« ſucceſs of it, becauſe this is an argument from the 


principal deſign and end of the office.“ And cer- 
tainly that muſt be the beſt miniſtry, and molt fit to 
© be choſen, that beſt anſwers the end of the inſtitution. 


And if Chriſt has promis'd to be with his miniſters 


a 
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7 alway to the end of the world, there can be no danger in 
ſuppoſing thoſe to be his miniſters, he is apparently _ 
XZ moſt with. I own, if a man were to judge by a 
ſingle inſtance or two, he might be more liable to 


miſtake. But as this was not the caſe of the apoſtle, 


who had been inſtrumental to convert many at Corinth; 


ſo neither is it the caſe I argue upon, when I compare the 


epiſcopal and diſſenting miniſtries, as I believe is viſible 


to all men. This therefore I take for a ſufficient evi- 
dence, that the diſſenting miniſtry is more approved by 
God, than the epiſcopal. And 1 ſhall not take this 


author's confident aſſertion, p. 13. for a proof, that 


i manifeſtly falſe, that ſuch „„ 
the ordinary way) is a ſufficient evide 
ing and authorizing any miniſtry. 


nce of Chriſt's own= 


He adds 255 An 4 if * dinary 7 ſucceſs 5 th 3 ger. 5 5 


be ſuaded Mr. P. himſelf, if put to it, will own that it is) 


inſufficient to prove a due call, it muſt of courſe be allowed 


inſufficient to juſtify the nent or dixect the choice, of a _ 
miniſtry, What I own may e eaſi ſeen from what * 
have ſaid before. Ordinary ſucceſs, where *tis clear 
and plain, is ſufficient to prove God's approbation of 


a miniſtry in the main, tho? not of every particular 


circumſtance of a perſon's entrance upon it: and ſo | 
tis ſufficient to prove a due call, according to the de- 


finition he gives of a due call in his next words. 


For if the want of regular ordination may in ſome caſes 


be diſpenſed with, yet without a due call, i. e. ſome cre- _ 


dible int nation of the will of God, appointing ſuch or 


ſuch perſons to act as his miniſters, neither ought they 


to preſume to act, or others to make uſe 4 them, as his 
miniſters. Now our author here ſuppoſes, there may 


be a due call, that is ſome n intimation of the ** : 


. „„ 
of God, appointing ſuch and ſuch perſons to act as his 
miniſters, without a regular ordination. And if it be 
ſo, I can't imagine what he has to object againſt me, 


Who ſuppoſe there is all the other intimations of the 
Will of God, beſide that of a regular ordination ; that is, 
I ſuppoſe, the only thing wanting in the caſe is the 


cripture rite, while the eſſence of ordination is re- 


ww; 33 
In the next place he argues, that ſucceſs will not 
ſerve as a rule, whereby to judge of mens pretences to à 


Aue call, becauſe tis neither diſcernable in it ſelf, nor by 
any ordinary tokens to be certainly collected by mortal 


amen. Hardly can a man know that Chriſt is form'd in 


_ himſelf ; and much leſs can he know that of others. God 
alone can with certainty diſtinguiſh between hypocrites and 


true ſaints ; unleſs when, upon ſome extraordinary occa- 
ſion, he is pleaſed to give men ſupernatural notices in 
that kind; a thing that very rarely, or never, happens 


n theſe days. And th? we are bound in charity not tos 
: cenſure any as hypocrites, whoſe behaviour, as appearing - 

t us, is chriſtian-like ; yet the love of truth will not ſuffer 
us to infer a man intire regeneration. as a thing certain, 


from any ordinary %00d outward behaviour, nor pru- 


_ dence unneceſJarily to direct our own conduct in matters 


5 of moment by ſo uncertain an inference. And experience _ 
_ bath made it but too manifeſt, that in thoſe congregations, _ 

wherein the outward appearances of ſanttity ( ſuch eſpe- 

cially as vulgar cls: are moſt apt to juge by) are 

. greater and more n 


merous than ordinary; yet there may 


9 


be as few perſons endu'd with real and ſubſtantial Holi- | 


neſo, as in others. To this argument I anſwer : 


1. That if it proves any thing, it proves too much; be- 
cauſe it quite overthrows the apoſtle's argument, even ac- 


cording to this author's own account of it. For he makes 
the Corinthians, by reaſon of their converſion, ſo miracu- 


ſtle argues from the change of the heart, his own in- 
terpretation muſt be liable to the ſame objection with 
mine. For the heart was as unſearchable in one caſe 


 Joufly wrought, to be in effect the epiſtleof Chriſt, certi⸗- 
fying the apoſtle to be his miniſter, p. I I. and this epiſtle 
he ſuppoſes with the apoſtle to be written on the hearts 


of men. So that ſince by his own conceſſion, the apo- 


as. 


* 


? as the other; and even the miracles by which a perſon 
_ Z was convinced, did not aſcertain the inward change of» 
the heart, as appears by Simon Magus. 1 


2. Our author is miſtaken in ſuppoſing, as he ſeems 
to do, that in matters of moment, we are not to go 
upon any thing leſs than abſolute certainty. How can 

the unlearned have ſuch a certainty of the faithfulneſs 
of any tranſlation of the holy ſcriptures, even in the 

moſt momentous paſlages thereof? How can a man 

receive the ſacrament at the hands of a ſtrange mini- 
ſter, without ſeeing himſelf the copy of his orders, 


| 7 and examining too whether they are genuine, and not 
forged, if he may only act in ſuch matters upon an ab- 
ſolute certainty? And this author himſelf, for ought 


I ſee, endeavours to fix the buſineſs of epiſcopacy upon 
a ſcriptural probability, with which the evidence from 


antiquity concurs or is conſiſtent ; this he thinks muſt, 


termine us in the preſent caſe? _ 


in reaſon, determine all our doubts in this matter, s. 58, 
59. And why may not a rational probability then de- 


7 3. The ſcripture all along ſuppoſes that men do by 


f 1 their outward behaviour diſcover the in ward diſpo- 

ſition of their hearts. So our ſaviour, Matth. xII. 3335 

3. Either make the tree good, aud his fruit good ; ur 
elſe make the tree corrupt, and his fruit corrupt ; for the 


tree is known by his fruit. A good man out of the good 
7 r of his heart bringeth forth good things : and an 


evil man out of the evil treaſure bringeth forth evil things. 


£0 And St. James, ae # ii. 18. ſpeakseof ſhewing our faith 5 
buy our works. St. Paul ſent to know the faith of the 
Theſſalonians, 1 Theſſ. III. 5. and received by Timcthy, 


the meſſenger he ſent, good ridings of their faith and _ 
charity), v. 6. And yet I ſuppoſe theſe tidings were 
not gain'd by a ſpecial revelation aftorded to Timothy, 


but by what he obſerved among them, as an evi- 
deence of their faith and charity. Or however, 1 
hardly think it was owing to a ſpecial revelation, that 
in every place their faith to God ward was ſpread abroad; 
2 8. Comp. Philem. v. 5. And if we muſt go upon 
ſuch certainty, as our author ſeems to require; how | 
impertinent are many directions given in ſcripture? 
St. Paul bids Timothy, 2 Tim. ii. 22. follow righteouſueſs, 


* 


[44] _ 
faith, charity, peace, with them that call on the lord out 
© of a pure heart. Whence, Dr. Whitby ſays, it fol?C-v. 
© lows, that we muſt maintain peace with, and there- 
1 fore muſt not ſeparate from our communion any 
c perſon, who ſerves Chriſt with a pure heart.” And 
Dr. Hammond interprets the apoſtle, as requiring © a 
_ © conjunction and agreement. with all thoſe that in 
* purity and ſincerity adhere conſtantly to Chriſt. ? 
And if I may know thoſe who do thus, that I may 
join with them; I may as well know the ſucceſs of a 
| _ upon them: for the ſucceſs lies in this very 
=_ Again the apoſtle requires, that ſuch as were to be 
= ordain'd ſhould be faithful men, 2 Tim, ii. 2. and 
= Hold the myſtery of the faith in a pure conſcience, 
I Tom. iii. 9. That their wives be faithful, v. 11. and 
| their children, Tit. 1.6, Now certainly this is a mat: 
ter of great moment, and yet what other certainty _ 
can the ordainers go upon in judging of theſe things, 
than what the people may in judging of ſucceſs? _ 

4. What outward appearances our author: pretends _ 
Vvulgar chriſtians arg moſt apt to judge by, I know not: 
but I can never believe that in.thoſe congregations, 
| Where there are ſuch outward appearances, as the ſcri- 

pture directs us to judge by, that is where, the chri- 
ſtian virtues appear molt exemplified in the whole con- 
verſation; I lay I can never believe, there may be as 
few perſons therein endued with real and. ſubſtantial 
holineſs, as in others where there are not the like. 

I hope I have fully anſwer'd this cavil; and there - 

fore proceed to another which he immediately ſub- 

Joins, p. 14. Befides, if we could diſcern when. Chriſt 

is form'd in men; yet were it impoſſible to know in any 

ordinary way, and with any certainty, that that work is 
wrought by ſuch or ſuch a miniſtry, as inſtrumental unden 
Cod, and not by ſome other method of divine grace; un- q 
leſs we may be R aſſur'd, that the ſaid miniſtry 
is of God, that is, call'd by him, and ſo-entitfed to his 
Bleſſing and concurrence. I cannot imagine, he can have 
any other ground for this aſſertion than this; that 
| God never concurs with any miniſtry, but what is 


eall'd by him, and ſo entitled to his bleſſing and con- 


ws, 
5 


VV 1 currence. 


„ 


1. 


T WE: crence. If this be not his reaſon, why is it ſo neceſ- ; "Y 
— ſary that I muſt be otherwiſe aſſured a miniſtry is of- 
» _* God, before I can know he makes it inſtrumental 2 


* 

Now if this be the ground of his aſſertion, I infer 
1 Oe That he eſtabliſhes the rule of judging which 
have advanced; for if God never concurs with any _ 
miaminiſtry, but what is call'd by him; then that ſucceis 
Which argue from, as proving his concurrence, muſt 
prove the miniſtry to be call'd of God, 
2. He is ſo extremely obliging to me, that to eſta- 
bliſh my rule, he ſticks not to contradict himſelf. For 
how contrary to this is what he ſays, p. 12. *Tis net 


< 


” e — 
— . 1 bene fit of ſuch as in the ſamplicity of 5 Hearts mi- 1 
tale thoſe uſurpers for lauful miniſters, and would not 


thing to know, whether this work is wrought by | 


ad I make no doubt, good chriſtians 


of all: pMies will readily own, God has render'd the 


miniſtry they ſat under, inſtrumental to the making 
them what they are. For tho” ſuch are awaken'd 
ſometimes by unuſual providences to ſerious conſide- 

F VVVù» ration, 
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[#J 
ration; yet, as far as I can perceive,' the ſettling and 
«carrying on of that work is by this inſtitution, as the © © 
ien e 1 
Hle adds: The wiſeſt of uninſpir'd mortals therefore 
are not competent judges of the real inward ſucceſs of any 
miniſtry, much leſs the ordinary ſort of chriſtians. This 
is a miſtake ; ordinary chr. ſtians are competent judges 
of the inward ſucceſs, ſo far as there is any occation 
for their judging of it. They are able to diſtinguiſh, 
When a converſation is well order'd, and when tis 
not; and by that only is the inward ſucceſs to be 
judg' d of by them. And yet, ſays he, Mr. P. is pleaſed © 
to recommend his rule of ſucceſs as level to the capacities © 
Fall. And without doubt tis ſo ; or elſe wel doing 
would not be ſufficient to put to filence the ignorance 1 C 
WW fooliſh men; and the having a good conſcience would be 
no way to ſhame thoſe that ſpeak evil of us, as of evil 
= doers, and falſly accuſe our good converſation in Chriſt. 


i. 15. UL. 16. But he goes u:: 8 
I hope Mr. P. after having told us, out of a declar'd © 
8 8 to obviate miſtakes, that the ſucceſs he argues 
Fm is the forming 1 in men, will not after all 
come aud ſay, that he means no more by it, than the 
| bringing of their converſation to a chriſtian-like form: 
tho I ſee ſeveral indications of an unſettledneſs in this 
matter. And is this the rational and moral conduct of 
the man, who. is ſuch a ſevere and watchful cenſurer 
W of mine? Let any gne peruſe the whole Sermon, and 
ſee whether he canefind the leaſt ſyllable to incline. 
him to think I intended perſons ſhould any other- 
woiſe judge, than by the converſation. Let any man 
read p. 14, 15, 16. of the Sermon, and he will ſee, 
not only how unreaſonable, but how malicious, this 


cavil and reflection is. 


will in 
+5 


iſs TT L 
& his word, from which we are to learn our religion, 
> „ and to which we are to have recourſe as to a ſure, 
cc ſtandard, in the examining and trying every do- 
„„ Grine. But little notice is taken of this by a care- 
V ſeſs world, who will not be at the pains of learn- 
. ing what our religion is, out of the perfect rule of 
4 jt, Chriſt therefore has taken care in a more eaſy 
c way to give them notices of it; and by changing 
c the hearts and lives of ſinners, he ſets before their 
ec eyes examples of the religion he has inſtituted, and 
c ſhews the world what the deſign of the goſpel is. 
„ 'This is a likely means of abating their unreaſonable 
c & prejudices, and winning them to an attentive conſi- 
c (eration of the revelation he has left us. For if 
cc men will allow themſelves to make any ſerious refle- 
„ « Gjons, they mult be ſenſible of an extraordinary 
cc excellency and lovelineſs in a 8. chriſtian conver- 
& ſation. When the rules of the So wa are copied out. 
. fairly into the liſe, the luſtre of them is too great 
„ not to ſtrike the beholders with admiration. This 
© © ſhould make Chriſtians careful to Ie up to their 
= © rule, that, as our ſaviour ſays; their light may fo ſhine” 
. before men, as that they may ſee their good works, and 
= © glorify their father who is in heaven, *Tis no un- 

„ likely thing, that ſuch as at preſent do not obey the 
= © word, may without the word by the good converſation 
__ of Chriſtians be won, firſt to a liking, and then to 
© a hearty embracing chriſtianity. So that the cixcum- 
e ſpett deportment of chriſtians is ? compendious kind 
F of declaration of the mind of Chriſt to an incon- 
e ſiderate world; who may by beholding it, learn 
what ſobriety, temperance, humility, meekneſs, ſelf- 

A denial, equity, charity, mercifulneſs, trust in God, 
c xeſignation and devotedneſs to his will, and, in ſhort, 
what univerſal 8 Chriſt expects in his diſci- 
« ples and followers. We are led to this ſenſe of the 
<« expreſſion by the laſt clauſe of the text, wherein 
© he compares their converſion to the giving of the 
* old law, and ſays, Sony tgp of Chriſt was not 
<< written in tables of: ſtone, but in fleſhly tables of the 
Heart, q. d. This is a more excellent and noble 
Way, Which Chriſt has taken to write, and, as it 
e or pans Woes e 
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er were, publiſh his law. He has deeply ingraven it 
© upon, and made it an inward governing principle 
ce of your hearts, and all your actions which proceed 


ee from them; by means whereof all that converſe with 
c you may eaſily come to the knowledge of it. It 
4 cannot be objected reaſonably againſt this ſenſe, 
< that the expreſſion is too great for the thing; ſince 
that is ſometimes ſet forth in the holy ſcriptures 


by more lofty expreſſions than the epiſtle of Chriſt - 
“ ſuch as Chriſt form'd in chriſtians, and Chriſt dwel- 

E ling in them. True chriſtians then are the epiſtle of 
_ E' Chriſt, when their 2 s conformd to 


to the 


c rule of the goſpel, and 5 es a kind of tran- 


F fcript of the mind and wil 

And now can any one, who reads this, make any © 
doubt, whether delign'd chriſtians ſhould judge of 
the ſucceſs of a miniſtry by the change of the heart 
any otherwiſe, than as that change diſcover'd itſelf _ 

in its fruits in the life and converſation ? For my part, 
I muſt ſtretch my charity, if I ſhould not believe that 
this author and his friends, who do not want for cun- 
ning, were fully ſatisfied, I meant no more, and there- | 

fore talk'd of ſeeing ſeveral indications of an unſettled- 


of Chriltc” 


neſs in my notions, only as a cover for their baſeneſs. I 


| defy them to produce thoſe indications. And. whereas . E 
 *tis pretended, I fay the ſucceſs I argue from is the form- 
ing Chriſt in men, tis true I do fo, but without the 


leaſt hint of my intending any other way of judging, 


T whether Chriſt ber form'd in them or not, than bỹ 
W what appears in the converſation. And that expreſ- 
= fion was, as I ſaid before, uſed by me in the preface, 


only to ſet forth the greatneſs of the thing I argued 
from, in oppoſition to thoſe who ſet it too low Which 


I ſtill look upon to be very proper, nor ſhould I do 


_ otherwiſe were it to do again, however he may think _ 
it uncouth. For I know no expreſſion that ſets forth 
the greatneſs of the thing more fully, and that I uſed 


it for that end, he may eaſily ſee by the paſſage cited 1 
| : dut of the Sermon. . . „5 „ 8 5 
le go's on: it be asd now, whether ſucceſs will 


not, at leaſt, prove the validity of a miniſtry ; which is 


all that Mr. P. ſeems now willing to contend fur: And 


* 
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dy what do's it in the leaſt appear, I was ever willing 


> fays he, 75 ſo far valid, as ”tis effectual to thoſe pur- 

7 poſes, to which Chriſt intended the miAiſt;y in his church 

= jhould be effettual. And ſo it may be valid either in all 

= relpects, or only in ſome. And wherein tis valid, it 
may be ſo either | per le] in its own Tight proceeding from 5 


Xo contend for more? I am ſure, I had nut the lealt 
dleſign of carrying the matter further in compoling the 
Sermon; and the ſecond Sermon, which declares my 
do tion concerning ordination, was compos'd long be- 
fore that tilt printed; and ſince I had not alter'd my 


2 * 


notion from what is expreſt in the „e , how can 
it be likely ] ever intended to plead for more than a 


alidity by the fiſt? And indeed in compoling the 


— 


Sermon firit printed, I was all along aware, that the 
ordination of ſome, whole cauſe 1 was pleading, did 
not come up to what I count a regular ordination. _ 
>” Now let us hear what he lays to this queltion : [ an- 
ſwer, ſays he, that all his aiguments hate teiided to 
2 ſhew, that ſucceſs proves a miniſtry au, and anthoriz'd 
„ Chriſt, which is, in effect, duty cal'd. If by duly 
cad he means realy and truly cal?d, I grant it; if 
be means regularly cad, I deny my argument has 
= tended to prove it;. or that this is neceſſarily imply'd 
in Chriit's owning and authorizing a miniliry. x. 
But he will ce to the matter, p. 15. A miniſtry, - 


Chriſt's inſtitutica of, and promiſe to his miniſtry; or | 


per accidens] accidentally, ds to the ſuid miniſt;y, out of I 


ſuch regards of the divine goodneſs, pu wich it hath no 
claim. I have inſerted this parade of metaphyhcal 


diſtinctions, that he may not complain of my eaying 
$ 


out any thing, wherein he may imagine the clearne 


of his reaſoning is diſcover'd. 1 am only concern'd 
to examine how they aftect our controverſy in the _ 


application he next makes of them. 


Now, ſays he, whether a miniſtry be valid, ſo far as 
it is ſucceſsful to the proper purpoſes of a miniſtry, cau be 
no queſtion ; unleſs it may be doubted, whether a ace! 5 
miniſtry may be ſucceſsful. But ſucceſs in one reſpect 
— will not prove a miniſtry valid in another, not included 
iu that, The drift of all this is, that a miniſtry as 


Eg 


nal way of judging. 


| the ordinary caſes of infants, he looks upon to be ſo 
; 
: 


1. That ſucceſs which will ſerve to evidence the 


N | | ; : 5 4 & 4 * 5g ; 


4 


5 am 2 * 


they found their baptiſm to produce the proper eflects 


of baptiſm or not. 


2. Another rule 


owns, our — be valid to the converting and 


If, let the 
Words 


"T7 


Fords of the apoſtle be conſider'd, where he com- 
_ Pares baptizing and preaching of the goſpel together, 


and lets the latter above the former, 1 Cur. I. 14, 17. 


TT thank God I baptiz'd none of you, but Criſpus and 


Gaius, &. Fir Ch iſt ſent me not to baptize, but to 
preach the goſpel - i. e. not ſo much to baptize, as to 


| Hreach the golpel. The {uccels thereſore I argue from 


with reſpect to preaching, will infer as well the vali- 


* Wity of our baptiſms, as of our preaching. © 
3. That ſucceſs which evidences the valid admini- 


Mtracion of one ordinance, do's likewiſe evidence the 
valid adminiſtration of another, the adminiſtration of 
Which was previouily neceſlary. I take it for granted, 
that our adminiltrations of the lord's fupper are valid, 
becauſe they are evidently ſucceſsful to the proper pur- 5 
poſes of that inſtitution; hence then I inter, our ad- 
miniſtrations of baptiſm mult likewiſe be valid, be- 
= cauſe baptiſm is previoully neceſſary to the lord's ſup- 
4. As the ſucceſs of a miniſtry in one adminiſtration. 
confeſledly ſhewis it valid in that reſpect, fo ſucceſs in 
all adminiſtrations ſhews it valid àu all reſpects. And 
hat this is the caſe of our miniſtry is, I think, ſufficient - 
Next he applies his other diſtinction: And if auy 


miniſtry (ſo rerm'd ) have not a due call, what ſucceſs 
ſogver it may ſeem to have, it cuu have no veal ſucceſs or _ 
validity, but what is accidental to it. If a due call be 
underitood of a real, and not of a regular call, Iam _ 
Not concern'd in this. I {peak of ſuch as have a due 
cal, i. e. as he himſelf deſines it, p. 13. ſome credible in- 
timation of the will of God appointins them to act as his 
//... ð Vd 
And for this reaſon I paſs over what he ſays of the _ 


z validity and invalidity of a not duly call'd, or an uſur- 


ped miniſtry, as to what concerns the eternal ſalvation 
of men. For I deny the miniſtry I defend is uſurp'd, 
or not duly call'd. And if every irregularity in an or- 
dination is {ufficient to evidence a miniltry is uſurp d. 
and nor duly call'd, he muit allow me to think hardly _ 
of his own; ſince he is ſenſible what I think of the 
terms by which he obtain'd it; and ſince I am not con- 
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„ 
vinced of the regularity of a biſhop's pretending in or- 
dination to give the Holy Ghoſt, ſaying to the perſon 


„ 


he ordains: Receive the Holy Ghoſt. This was regular 
enough in our ſaviour, and in his apoſtles, who had 


the power of giving the Holy Gholt : but it may wel 
be queltion'g, whether it can be fo in any men now up- 


on earth, And the excellent Biſhop of Bangor ſeems 


do me to talk good ſenſe, when he argues, Preferv. p.93. 
that thoſe words, }J/hoſe ſcever ſius ye remit,&c. belong 


"peculiarly to the apoſtles ; and therefore I much queiti- 


; on whether jt be regular for the biſhop to ſay to the 
perſon he ordains: Mhoſe ſius thou doſt forgive, they ae 


ET forgiven ;\ and whoſe fins thou doſt retain, they are re- 
taind. And if an irregularity in an ordination renders _ 
.. a miniſtry uſurped and not duly calPd ; certainly there 


: 1 2 8 FH Hf RNS | a . I OP 
Was irregularity enough in the popiſh ordinations, from 


whence the protel 


fully deriv'd. 


ant epiſcopal ordinations are ſo care- 
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Our Author tells us: 4% the reſpetis in which 


I. As to what c&cerns the eternal ſalvation of men. 
And here he will not take upon him to deny that a 


a miniſtry may, or may not be valid, are reducible to 


* mitiſtry, not duly cal/*d, may, accidentally, have ſuch ſuc- 


ceſs upon ſome perſons, viz. to put them into a ſtate 


* 


of ſalvation. But then he ſays : To chooſe an uſurped 0 


: miniſtry (how ſeemingly ſucceſsful foever) 15 a fin, which, 
F wiljully committvd, muſt certainly (till repented of ) 
exclude from the kingdom of heute. Now-an uſurped 

miniſtry is what I never attempted to defend, and 
therefore am not concern'd in what he here ſays. How- 
ever I will add: That it would ſeem very ſtrange to 

me, if God ſhould make an uſurped miniſtry more 


 ſuccelsful, than ſuch an one as is duly cal'd. Nor do 


1 ſee how a miniliry can be thought valid to put 
men in a ſtate of ſalvation, without being valid in all 


the adminiſtrations, that are ſuppos'd neceſſary in or- 


bon Ge ed e 
Ihe other branch of his diviſion follows: 
2. As to what concerns the outward polity of the 
church, a miniſtry is then valid, when the ats of it 
(as, v. g. its excommunications and abſolutions) are of 


Jil 


* 1 


Naht to be admitted as efjectual to all the pt 955 of. 
wecclefraſtical oder and dijcipline, or not to be treated as 
woid and null in thiſe regards. Our author could not 
have eaſily ſaid any thine, that would more diſſerve 


the caule of a certain minittry than this. What regard 
can he think thoſe excommunications and abſolutions 


can deſerve, which are managed by perſons, with 


hom *'tis confeſs'd on all hands Chriſt never lodg'd 


the government of his church, and who only manage 
them to ſqueeze money out of people? Such excom- 
munications. and abſolutions are the ſcandal of any 
party; and a man mult have a very mean opinion of. 
dur faviour, if he can believe they are regarded by 


him, or that any man's conſcience {hould be diſquieted, 
or eaſed by them. The excommunications and abſo- 
lutions of men whole ordination 1 judge Irregular, | 
when they are managed by the {cripture rule, have in 
my apprehenſion a valtly greater authority, and de- 
ler ve much more regard. And were I to proceed 
rigidly upon our author's principle, J mult certainly 
© perſuade great numbers, who have been baptiz'd ch! 
ſuch a miniſtry, to receive a n@v haptiſm ; whic 


N might eaſily be done w ith the help of a little of that 
. | craft, which is too common with ſome men. 


He adds: Aud in this reſpett I conceive uo NT 7 


| 1 to be ve id, which bath not b:th a due call to the gue. 


and ſuch an oe as may jail nuder the cognizauce 0j 
the church. A little more charityanight help him to 
ſee, thoſe I plead for have ſuch à call. And where 
the ellentials of an ordination are, I ſhall never at- 
tempt to invalidate it, for the {ake of. an irregularity in 
a dilputable circumſtance. 1 cannot therefore donde 
of the validity of the baptiſins of luch, both in the 
light of God, and in the church. n.. 

And thus i have conſider d what this author has to 
$-- againſt the argument of the %s intitled, An 
|. miniſtry a valid o,, which he owns himſelf he 
has wt thr oughot Par tica- os ly examined; whether he 
has ſaid enough to prove the inſulficiency of my argu- 
ment, the reader mult judge. Nor has he heen able to 
give the leaſt evidence that my notions appear unſettled 


and confuſed, * tho: he over and over reproaches me 


8 5 therewith : 
© 


[ 54 ] 


. therewith : which is not very fair, eſpecially in a 


man that pretends to ſuch an exacmeſs in his con- 


The tendency of his arguments. (fays he, p. 17.) is 
to prove ſucceſs in converting and edifying, a ſufficient 
evidence of a call to the miniſtry 2 and to perſuade people | 
to reſt ſatisfied in, and to cheoſe a miniſtry that appears 
to have ſuch ſucceſs, without troubling themſelves about 


its ordination, or any other evidence of its call, But 
that this was his intention, he will not own and whe- 
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ther he ever vill, or can give a clear and diſtin © 


account of what he did mean, I cannot tell, 
The tendency of my argument was indeed to ſhew, 


that ſuch ſucceſs was a ſufficient evidence of the vali- _ 


dity of a miniſtry ; and 1 cannot ſee but it mult be ſo, 


ſince tis an evidence of Chriſt's fulfilling to them the 
promiſe he made to his minilters of being with them. 
My deſign further in not mentioning a regular ordi- 


nation was, to prevent peoples laying a greater ſtrefss 


upon it, than it will bear. I am heartily for impoſi- 


tion of hands; but do not think, I ought therefore 


niſter. And therefore as I dont my ſelf, ſo neither 


bo queſtion the vaddity of the miniſtry of thoſe who 


Would I have others, ſchuple the receiving and joining 


with ſuch miniſters, upon the account of that circum- 


ſtance, which I acknowledge is an irregularity. And 
ſo the whole tencency of my argument was to pro- 
_ mote charity, and I don't wonder it the: efore was 


diſpleaſing to ſome men. Let this author now try, if 
he can find any thing in either of the two Sermons that 
_ do's not well agree with this deſign; and ſo I hope 
T have given a clear and diſtinct account of what I 


9 did mean. 


One thing he thinks proper to add : That nothing but 
. ecial revelation, 07 neceſſity, can amount to a due 0 3 
ufficient call without regular ordination. But he is very 


much miſtaken in conceiving I will herein agree with 


Ih here are one or two paſſages more in the preface 


to the Sermon about Of dination, which he thinks fit to 


take notice of. One is, p. 6, © ? Tis really ſhocking to 


me, 


tc flames. 


71 


me, becauſe it carries in it an injurious reflection up- 


on the goodneſs of God, to imagine, that he will 


F meerly for the want of a ceremony in a miniſter's or- 


dination, omitted not thro' wiltulneſs but miſtake, - 
t damn him, tho' he has all the other qualifications _ 
. of a miniiter; and damn all thoſe who attend his 
c miniſtrations, how chriſtian ſoever their tempers and 
& converſations are. Jo ſuch a length have the fu- 
: rious bigots of our times carried their uncharitable _ 


and wicked principles, jhvalidating the miniſterial _ 


se acis of all proteitants but themſelves, and diſow ning 
t the chriſtianity of all diſſenters, and configning them 
over, as a parcel of heathens, to the everlaſting 


* 


Theſe things, ſays he, p. 18. belong not to me, or to 


our church authentical,y ſpeaiiiig (nor did I pretend they _ 
did) and, I am perſuaded, to jew of her members. 1 
_ heartily wiſh this was true. But dince I ſay nothing in 
this place of the number of thoſe who act thus, if 
there are but a few of them, *tis ſufficient to juſtify _ 
me. He adds: They are rather conſequences faſten'd _ 
on, than concluficns own'd by, even thoſe whom he in- 
tends by furious bigots, aud whyſe®principles he ſtiles 
OB ET ͤ— I 
I remember I had the famous Dr. Sacheverel in my 
thoughts, when I wrote the paragraph refer'd to, who 
has treated us exactly in that manner. In the begin- 


ning of his Sermon (See his Trial, p. 33.) he repre- 


ſents us and the papiſts as the e brethren, from 1 
whom they mult expect the utmoſt perils. And p. 45. 
he repreſents Chriſt, as aſſigning them their portion 


with hypocrites, and unbelievers, and all liars, that 


bave their part in the lake which burns with fire and 


brimſtone, with the grandfather of falſhood, the devil 


and his angels. And ſo here, (ſays he) we leave 
< our falſe brethren, in the company they always keep 


* © correſpondence with. And as the Doctor has been 


the darling of che party, and his Sermox has met with 


> fuch a prdigious applauſe, and partjcularly for its bit- 


deliver'd by ſeveral, 


terneſs againſt us; I might well enough repreſent this 
as the ſenſe of thoſe bigots. And this doctrine has been 


Mr, 


EE ci, ¾ BM 
Mr. . Ofdination by mere pre. byters null p.178. 
d To be given up to a blindneſs of mind, and repro- © ® 
ce bate ſenſe, ſeems io hea judgment upon all Fanatics, * 
* *# and the moſt dreadful vengeance that can befall any 
EE Pah 154, Ge PL CL 0 5 
And p. 186. I tremble to think what a dreadful 
© appravaticn of the condition of the damned *tis, 
< that they are baniſhed from the preſence of the lord, 
« and the florxy of his power. The fame is their con- 
dition alſo, who are diſunited from Jeſus Chriſt, by 
„ by being diſunited from his viſible repreſentative the | 
© biſhop.“ Ihis pallave is taken almoſt word for word * 
from Mr. Dodwel/ : Oe prieſthood and one altar, p. 307. 
who has many paſſages more to the like purpoſe in the 
ſame treatiſe. But 1 ſhall content 6” 8 with citing 
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one pallage from another of his works. — 
Mr. Dodwel}, in the 3 to his Separation f 
churches, p. 11, 12. ſpeaking of thoſe who ſeparate © 
-___- from the church of Exgland, ſays: © They are guilty + - 
of forging covenants in the name of God himſelf; _ 
c and of counterfeiting the great ſeal of heaven for 
ee the ratification of ſuch covenants. And what can 
© be more treaſonable by all principles of govern- _ 
© ment? What is more provoking, and more diffi- 
© cultly pardonable, than fins of ſo hivh a preſumption _ 
© as thele are? They mult be guilty of finning againſt 
c the Hily Gheft, and unto death, and of the ſins de- 
“ ſcribed in the ,paſlages of the Epiſtle to the He- 
I will name but one more, and that is Dr. Brett, 
who in his ermon, On remiſſnon of fins, goes clearx 
this way. He will not fo much as allow what our _ 
Wl author do's, that a true and lively faith (that includes 
3 1 70 will put perſons into a ſtate of ſalvation. _ 
Ihe Doctor denies, p. 18. © That the converſion. 
e of a ſinner could blot out his fins. ” He fays, 
e it qualified him indeed to receive remiſſion of fins, 
but his fins were not thereby remitted ; but by his 
F baptiſm, the ordinance which Chriſt himſelf was 
e pleaſed to inſtitute for the remiſſion of ſins : and 
that could be effectually adminiſtred by none but the 
_ © apoltles, or ſuch as they commiſſion'd for that pur- 
A Seas N VV we pole.” 
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e And-the pee de have thy power, 


es pyters, the ſucceſſors of the apoſtle. 
And 5. 37. he has this paſſage: © Conſider with 
; hes „ that barely to abſtain from the pol- 
0 fſutions and corruptions of the world, and to pray 
& to God never ſo heartily, ſaying, Lord, have mercy 
„ pon me à ſinner, is not ſufficient, according to the 
c promiſes of God to pardon your ſins. It may qua- 
([ lify you to receive pardon, but it do's not W 
e pardon you, tho” you join to it never ſo full a truſt 
& and confidence in the merits of Jefus Chriſt. But 
© thole merits, and this pardon, mult be applied to you - 
© in the way that he has preſcribed to you in his holy _ 
© 99fpel, by the miniſtry of thoſe to whom he has 
„ given power on earth to remit ſins; by abſolution, 
© and the miniſtration of the holy ſacraments. We 
„ cannot fay that God will not forgive fins any other 
© © way but this: he may forgive and pardon, even as 
| © he pleaſes himſelf : but this is the way that he has 
'F 
. cc 
ec 
/ : cc 
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he may remit the 


miniſters as want epiſcopal ordination, invalid, and there- 
laſtin 


he tells us p. 24. are © the biſhops and their pres- 


„ 


preſcribed in his goſpel, and therefore howſoever _ 
fins of ſuch (if there be any ſuch) 
as have not opportunity to makg uſe of theſe means 
of grace; we have no reaſon to think he will be 
© merciful to thoſe who {light and deſpiſe them; or 
c that he will pardon the fins of thoſe who will not 
© accept of his pardon, according to the method which 
© ©: he has. ordain'd atid appointed; on HS: 
And what is this leſs, than to cgnſign thoſe who do 
not receive epiſcopal baptiſm to the everlaſting flames? 
This I think go's farther than our author cares to 
allow in his next words: For they among us, who go 
fartheſt in judging lay baptiſms, and all the acts of ſuch 


upon aſſert our diſſenters, and all that live under ſuch 
 miniſiries, to be out of the catholic church, and the cc . 
nant of grace; yet do not confign them all to the ever- 
Ads? do not deny but many of them may have 

honeſt hearts, and an intire good meaning, and will not 
prouounce ſuch (tho never injuying the benefit of an epiſ- 
capal miniſtry) to be 8 * 
preſume fo far to limit the 3 7985 however they do the 


damm d. They do not 


—— 
— 


581 


covenant f God. I have given an inſlance to the. con- 
rary in a Sermon, which the convocation did not think 
| fit, to cenfure, when it was complain'd of to them. 
ow for my part, I can't imagine what men mean, 
when they pretend to ſuppoſe perſons, who repent of 
their fins, have a true and lively faith, and honeſt 
hearts, and an intire good meaning; when, I ſay, they 
ſuppoſe ſuch to be out of the covenant of God, or 
not to be in a ſtate of ſalvation accordifig to God's 
covenant, Where are we to ſeek for God's covenant 
but in his word? And what are any of the promiſes. 
he makes to his people, but parts of his covenant ? 
What then are we to make of the promiſes he has 
made: 'That he will teach the meek his way that who- _ 
ever ſears the lord, him will he teach in the way he 
ſhould chooſe : that the ſecret of the lord is with them 
that jear him, and he will ſhew them his covenant, 
* Pf. xxv, 9, 12, 14. and that 2 him that ordereth his 
_ converſation aright he will ſhew. the ſalvation of Gd, 
P.. I. 23? What do thele and abundance of the like 
_ paſſages mean; if ſincere and humble ſouls, who un- 
feignedly endeavour to know and do God's will, are 
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from damning; errors, and be brought to glory? © 
le will now vindicate the charity of theſe bigots. 
And as for their judging ſuch, as aforeſaid, to be out 
f the terms of the covenant, I am ſure Mr. P. doth 
His cenſures.of then are much more evidently unchari- 
table aud therefore wicked, than their principles. Should 
I judge ſuch and ſuch (be they who or how many 5 5 
to be out of that path of ſalvation, which the goſpel hath 
mark d out for us, and ſhould I publiſh ſuch. my judg- 
ment, aud earneſtly warn them of their ſuppoſed danver ; 
tho? I were miſtaken, I cannot imagine why I ſhould be 
_ cenſur'd as uncharitable thereins I heartily wiſh, they 
who in ſeaſon, and out of ſeaſon, make fo much 159 | 
about charity and 50 jr wy at 1 time 
_ expreſs their ſincere regard for thoſe virtues by the pra- 
ed pa Bb, 1 a as if the duties of 00 
and love were incumbent upon their adverſaries, and nut 
F I Won 


not ſecured of his direktion, that they ſhall be kept 


not know that this proceeds from want of charity in them. 


is ſuch | 
againſt ſuch judging, always allege this as one argu- 
ment againſt it; that 'tis uncharitable ? Let any one 
read Dr. Barrow upon Matth. vii. 1. or indeed any 


* 
3 
Þ 


I wonder men are not aſhamed to talk after this 


F looſe and weak rate. Who ever doubted, Whether, 
raſh 9 75 (and certainly all falſe judging mens ſtates 


was uncharitable ? Do not thoſe who write 


- writer upon that ſubject. And I would fain have this 
author conſider with himfelf, what he thinks of the 
nonjurors, for treating the preſent church of England 


. 


in that manner, and paying them home in their 


own coin. Do's he think, there is no uncharitableneſs 


- 


in their procedure? How do's he like to hear himſelf _ 


damn'd for taking the oaths to the prefent govern- . 
ment, and for forſaking the biſhops, who, they pretend, 


were unjuſtly depriv'd; and for joining with ſchiſma- 


tical ones? The excellent Biſhop of Bangon do's not 


* 


ſtick to call this uncharitableneſs, and a hereſy againſt 


charity: Preſerv, p. 89. But J will put a caſe wherein 


our author will perhaps be more willing to ſpeak his 


mind freely. The church of Rome damns the church 
Of Engl/aud, as well as all other proteſtants, as heretics; _ 


and they do this without doubP* thro' miſtake.: will 


- 0 


cc 


then our author undertake to acquit them of all un- 
charitableneſs therein? I am ſure they dont uſe to 
treat them in that manner. Let me mention here Arch- 
biſliop Tillotſon, who in his Sermon upon 1 Cor. iii. 15. 
is confuting that popular argument of the papiſts: 


© Your church, ſay they, grant? that a papiſt may be 
* ſaved ; ours denies that a proteſtant can be ſaved: 
therefore tis ſafeſt to be of our church, in which 


 falvation by the acknowledgment of both ſides is 


K poſſible. ?” One groſs abſurdity, which he ſays fol- 

lows from this, is:“ That according to this prin- 
< ciple 'tis always ſafeſt to be on the ancharitable ſide. 

«© And yet uncharitableneſs is as bad an evidence either 
* ofa true chriſtian, or a true church, as a man would 
* with. Charity is one of the moſt effential marks 
« of chriſtianity, and what the apoſtle ſaith of par- 


i ticular chriſtians is as true of whole churches, that 


men 


tho' they have all faith, yet if they have not charity 
they are nothing. I grant that no'charity teacheth 


2 [ 80 1 OC 
men to ſee others damned, and not to tell them the 
danger of their condition. But it js to be conſider d. 
_ * the damning of men is a very hard thing, and there 

c“ fore when ever we do it, the caſe muſt be wonder- 


“ fully plain. So that nothing can excuſe their un- 
by 233 towards us. And they pay dear for 
the little advantage they get by this argument; for- 
© they do what in them lies to make themſelves no _ 

_ © chriſtians, that they may prove themſelves the truer 
« and more chriitian church; a medium which we do 
J. oo oIEEEE thts; 
Il defire our author would view his party's features 
in this glaſs. And let him ſuggeſt what he will of me, 
I bleſs God I have nothing of this uncharitableneſs in 
me. And tho” I dont think it indifterent, what party 
a man is of (for he certainly ought to be of that which 
he believes in his conſcience is in the right) yet little 

ſtreſs do I lay upon this in the matter of eternal ſalva- 
tion; being fully perſuaded, that as in every nation, ſo 
in every party, he that fears God, and works A = 
zs accepted of him. And I can truly ſay with the ſame 
excellent perſon : el had much rather perſuade any 
s one to be a good man, than to be of any party, or de- 
© nomination whatſoever. ” And I have made it ap- _ 
_ . pear, that my cenſures of theſe furious bigots are 
grounded upon their own declarations, and are fat 
from being uncharitable. So eſſential do I eſteem cha- 
rity, moderation, ani peace to chriſtianity, that I ſhoud 
very much diſlike the diſlſenters, if I ſaw as little of 
theſe among them, as I do among the high church- 
men. The deſign of my preaching is many times to 
recommend thele virtues toward thoſe who difter from 
us, Where it can be ſuppoſed to be owing to their weak- © *' 
_. neſs, and they do not by their groſs immorality give 
dlear evidence, they deſerve not that we ſhould have 
any favourable. opinion of their caſe. Would to God, 
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ſuch methods of peace were more generally taken by | 


Further, I am yery ſenſible how much the comfort 
and happineſs of a man's life depends upon the charity, 
moderation, and peaceableneſs of his neighbours; and 
jho' I may be defective herein (as who is not?) yet 1 3 
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9 | 
am very ſure my aim and endeayour is to practiſe theſe , 
duties toward others, juſt as I would defire they ſhould * 


towards me. And whenever I have ſpoken with any 


ſeverity, I have always kept within the bounds: of 
truth; and the reaſon of my ſpeaking fo has been, part= 
ly from an indignation againſt the evil I was treating 


of, and partly from a conviction that the men I had to 5 


deal with needed to be ſo dealt with. 


lle ſays: Mr. P. in the Sermon and preface, under con. 
2: Fideration, gives too many indications of ſuch an unequal _ 
temper : *Tis ſtrange then he ſhould not be able to pro 


duce them, tho” his profeſſed deſign is to examine my 
conduct. I am ſure nothing he has hitherto alleg'd is 


inconſiſtent with charity, nor has he been able to ſhew, 
that J pals any ſentence upon men for any thing, but 


what is univerſally acknowledg'd to be groſly wicked, 


and which is notoriouſly chargeable upon the men! 
ſpeak of, and accordingly is charged by ſome of his 
own church. He 
his flock, let their converſation be otherwiſe 1 
the) are far enough from being an Epiſtle of Chriſt in 
this behalf. His own rule ſucceſ if allow'd, would _ 


: and if the ſame 72 among 
fe what it will.” 


give no confirmation to his miniſtry. I can tell him, 1 


fear not to appeal to the converſation of my flock, 


which I believe many of his own party would not care 
to do. I ſhould be atham'd of them, had they that un- 
- charitableneſs which I condemn in others; but I bleſs 
God 'tis not ſo. He go's on: Anda immoral practices 
are the fruits by which falſe prophets and falſe teachers 
may be known, his uncharitable cenſures and reflections 
will be apt to intitle him to one of thoſe denominations. 


But I hope, not before he is proved guilty of them, 


which he is not as yet. To which, ſays he, may be added 
7 = rreſpaſſes againſt veracity. I let this author know I 
ſcorn his ch 


is charge, and defy him to make it good. 1 


know J am liable to miſtake, but falſhood I am ſureT 
hate. And as to his grave admenition that follows, 1 
would thank him for it, if I were not very fure of its 
being impertinent. But J am the leſs ſurpriz d at it, be- 
agaauſe I have ſo often obſery'd it to be the artitice uſed 


In 


- 


In my preface I ſaid: Nis not eaſy to think, theſe _ 
men believe themſelves, when they aſſert, we are nod 
x chriſtians, I am lure their actions evidently contra 
dict their aſſertion, and fix upon them the charge of 

4 the vileſt hypocriſy. Tis, I think, a certain truth, 

< and never contelted in the proteſtant world; that 

the diſcipline of the church only extends to the mem- 

« bers of it; and that thoſe who were never in it, are 

& not liable by excommunications to be caſt out of it. 

e In former times it uſed to be alleg'd, that baptiſm _ 
ce made perſons, members of the catholic church, and 
. that baptiſm adminiltred by diſſenters made men 

“ members of the.eftabliſh'd church, becauſe that alone 
c as the * church in England. And ſo the _ 
poor diſſenters had it very gravely proved upon 
e them, that they were members of the catholic church _ 
of England, and liable to her cenſures, &c. But af 

Fs ter we were deliver'd from that oppreſſion, and that 
F .occafional doctrine was render'd uſeleſs, they plead- _ 
© ed we never were members of the catholic church. 
And yet thoſe men, who ſo earneſtly contended we 
& are no chriſtians, have of late been as earneſt in ſtri- 
s Ling to bring us into our former bondage to their 
4 ſpiritual courts, and were the contrivers of the firſt 

_ | <6. gdrenghtof-theSchiln Bi” So. 
his paſſage he is very angry with, which upon a 
review I apprehend to be very innocent. But let us 
hear what he hasso ſay againſt it. 


4 


Wow there are, I believe, but few upon whom this fault 
can be proved: Suppoling his belief was the truth, yet 

it makes nothing againſt me, but rather confirms what 

I fay. I mention nothing whether they are few or ma- 

ny: and if there are a few, thoſe are the furious bi? 
gots I ſpoke againſt, But I am perſuaded they who 

are guilty of this fault were many, even all thoſe high 
Churchmen who deny our chriſtianity, and yet ſhew'd 
themſelves zealous for the Bil; as they did univerſally, 
por ought I could ever hear. And of whom it is true, 
 -#bo' it muſt be ound, I think, that they att inconſiſteutly 
(which wen often do thro ignorauce or inadvertency) to 
charge them peremptorily with the vileſt hypocriſy is, ſure- 


O0, to tranſgreſs the bounds of charity. If I can clear mp y 
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Conduct of all immorality in this pallage, tis to be 
boped 1 may have a little more favour with my exatit , 
ner for the time to come. And really, I can't appred 
hend 1 have any difficult task to do it, provided I have 
but equal and impartial judges. Now here, for the 
clearing myſelf, I would dehre the reader to obſerve?: 
I. That plainly fix the charge of the-vileſt hypo- 
criſy upon the actions which I metition and ſo my 
reader has the charge no farther inſinwiated, than as he 
© fees with his own eyes, that the actiotis themſelves Will 
28 fupport irt. „ üer be 
2᷑. In the cenſure J paſs, I proceed upon ſuch overt- 
A4 as are grolly evil, notoriouſly injurious to the 
© rights and liberties of mankind, and that carry in them 
the greateſt injuſtice and oppreſſion. I can never be- 
| lieve that the hrſt draught of that BiY, which was all 
that in prudence J could ſpeak of, was any other. Now 
T think all mankind allow we may judge men are not 
| fincere, but vilely hypocritical, when they attempt any 
flagrant wickedneſs under the cloak of a concern fer 
religion, which is the only rule 1 havejudg'd by. 
3. The ſentiments and actions which I compare are 
ſo utterly inconſiſtent, that this au or himſelf has not 
one word to fay for the reconciling them, but gives 
up that matter. So that I charge them with hypocri- 
ſy for acting contrary to their own profeſſed princei- 
ples, when that contrariety was moſt obvious and ap- 
parent, and they could not well be thought to have 
acted thro' ignorance and inadvertency. And really 1 
queſtion very much, whether the {Fries of 
that affair will reckon themſelves more affronted by 
me in taxing them with hypocriſy, when they pretend- 
ed a regard to religion; than by him, in repreſenting 
them as ignorant and weak enough not to perceive ſo 
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4. Iis certain they were men ſhrewd and ſagacious 


enough, and therefore, tis but reaſonable to ſuppoſe, 
they ſaw very well what was ſo obvious; and ſo the 
charge lies fairly againſt them 
F. This charge ſuits perfectly well with the charas 
cter of the chief managers of that affair in the reſt of 
their conduct. I hope notorious intemperance _ 
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__ debauchery is a ſuff cient ground for fixing a charge o 
hypocriſy upon men, when they pretend they are de- 
* — g to promote the intereſt of religion. And tho; 
it might be hard to denominate men hypocrites from 
ſome ſingle action; yet no one thinks it hard to im- 7 4 


fs 
a py 


* 


pute hypocriſy in ſuch an evil action to a perſon, ho 
by the courſe of his actions has eſtabliſh'd to himſelf 
the character of an hypocrite. And when this is the 
cafe, muſt I not be wonderfully uncharitable in taxing 
thele men with the vileſt hypocriſy e If this author 
had delign'd any ſervice to theſe men, he would have 
done much more prudently in ſaying nothing concern-- 
ing them, unleſs he could have produced ſome better 
pulea in their behalf, than their imprudence and inad- 
But he has not done with this paragraph, and there- 
fore adds: Mr. P-—'s expreſſion too is (b/ervable ; in that 
he ſays theſe men earneſtly ſtrove to bing the diſſeuters 
into their former bondage to their ſpiritual courts. 
Wo (to paſs by the aſperity of the word bondage) as long 
6 the diſſenters are by the law indulged to abſent them- _ 
ſelves from our churches, and to worſhip God publicly in 
heir own way, withgut being liable to be projecuted for 
the ſame, in any ecclefiaſtical courts, they cannot certain= 
| by be ſaid to be brought into their former bondage to 
| thoſe courts : and the taking away-that legal indulgence 
was not. attempted at the Lime As P. refers to. And 
therefore the fact, as here charged, is not in any Proprie- 
ty of ſpeech true. Fr will it help Mr. P. to ſay, that 
they were attempted to be ſuljected, in ſome caſes, to thoſe 
court; becauſe, in ſome __ they have been ſubject to 
them all along... As to the word bondage, I declare 1 
am ready to recal it, and beg. pardon for my uſing 
it, as ſoon as ever our author will convince me, there 
is a greater aſperity in it, than in the thing to which 
I apply it. What an unreaſonable man is this writer, 
_ who cares not that we ſhould ſpeak of things in their 
proper terms? Had our author. felt a tenth part. of 
What ſome diſſenters did, he would not have thought. 
bondage to be too ſevere a word for the thing. Nor 
can I ſee why my expreſſion of bringing us into our 
Former bondage, ſhould be at all ſcrupled. Our former 
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bondage was, our being ſubjected to the vexation of 


* the ſpiritual courts for the diſcharge of our conſcienggsg 


This we were freed from by the Toleration Act, and 


the firſt draught of the t Bill was deſign'd to 


* expoſe us again to the vexation of thoſe courts for the 


* 


Alͤlfcharge of our conſciences. Nor could any one ſuſ- 
pect I meant any more than this in the general, or that 
I intended the firſt draught of the Schiſm Bill deſignd 


to forbid us our public worſhip. "Tis a ſign a man 


* o 


has a ſtrong inclination to be an examiner of mens con- 


* 
[| 


duct, when he will ſeek for a fault in things ſo perfect- 


5 5 ly juſt and true. My humble requeſt is, that hereafter 


his own conduct may be a little more rational and moral, 
' ſuch charges having indeed little either of reaſon or ci- 


9 vility in them. Nor do I ſay this for my own ſake, 


Who find no difficulty in accounting for my expreſſi- 
on; but for the ſake of my reader, that I may not by 
ſuch a wrangling way of writing againſt me, be con- 


ſirain'd to ule a multitude of words, which I confeſs is 


* 5 


1 en e Een es 
lle bas yet another fault to find. In the ſame para- 


graph (ſays he) p. 20. M.. P. calls e atm 


which churchmen were wont to inſ, that the diſſenters 


are liable to the cenſures of our church, an occaſional 
doctrine; thereby plainly, but uncharitably, infiuuating, 
that they were time-ſervers, who taught that doctrine. 
Now where is the uncharitableneſs of that inſinuation? 


Ils there no declaration made of mens principles by 


their actions? *Tis indeed poſſible, that a ſingle per- 
ſon may happen to meet with a conviction juſt in the 
lucky minute, when his intereſt will be ſerved by it. 
And even then the caſe is ſo very liable to a ſuſpicion, 
that a man ſhould not much reſent his incurring it ; 
but ſhould rather expect to overcome it, by ſhewing 
himſelf ſteddy to his conviction in the courſe of his 
actions. But when a great number of men alter their 
rinciples together upon ſuch an occaſion ; who can 
fel thinking what the cauſe ſhould be? And when 
the {ame ſort of men have ſatisfied the world they 
were time-ſervers, in maintaining and relinquiſhing 
the doctrines of paſſive obedience and non reſiſtance, 


= Not to mention other inſtances; they cannot have any 


great 
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great reaſon to complain, if they are repreſented as 
fach in this caſe, which appears ſo plain, that this au- 
thor can neither deny the fact, nor ſay any thing elſe 


by way of apology for it, but that it might be hre 
ignorance or inadvertency, And therefore when he ac- 


cules me of uncharitableneſs in the ſuggeſtion, the 
reader is to conſider this is the ſure game our author 
thinks he may depend upon, when he finds every thing 
_ elſe fail him. And if I thought my examiner would 


not account it uncharitable in me to gueſs at his ſe- 


cret reaſons, from the manner of his writing; I ſhould © 
be very apt to think that this was the great reaſon, why 
1 e to make ſuch an idle ſplutter, as he hass 
dene, about my moral cnauunnnn 
I will add, that ſuppoſing I had been uncharitable 
in accuſing his friends of the vileſt hypocriſy, and 
_ time-ſerving in this caſe ; yet he ought not to have been 
ſevere upon me; becauſe he might have reaſonably _ 
imagined, that 1 had learnt from a great many writers 
of his own party to uſe them thus. He knows very 
viell, that many of them have tax'd the occaſional con- 
formiſts with the vileſt hypocriſy and time-ſerving ; © 
altho' there was ho ſuch inconſiſtency in their pro- 
feſt principles and practices, and the practice was not 
begun when the act of parliament made the receiving 
the ſacrament, according to the church of England, a 
ſtate-teſt. And tho' I grant an uncharitable accuſation 
will not juſtify an uncharitable recrimination ; yet tis 
not very decent if the aggrellors, to be noiſy in their 
complaints of ſuch uſage ; and that for a reaſon, Which 
Il ſuppoſe our author will like the-better for its being 
his own; becauſe this is really to behave, as he ſays, 
P. 18. as if the duties of peace and love were incumbent © 
upon their adverſaries, aud not upon themſelves. © 
10 that paſſage in my preface, which I have now 7 
_ defended, was immediately ſubjoin'd, p. 7. *Twould 7 
© be happy for us, if they would ſhew any confiflency © 
and fincerity in their treating us. If they deſire to 


< have us ſubject to their eccleliaſtical courts, let them 


© own, we are qualified to be ſo, by being baptized $ 


members of the catholic church: or, if they deny 


Jour baptiſm and our chriſtianity, let them hearken 


w_ 


[6] 


1 to common ſenſe, and the example of the primitive 


2 = not being of the church, and who ſcorn'd to re- 
e ceive any part of their maintenance from heathens, 
jr heretics, or ſchilmatics. Were it left to me to de- 

g termine which of theſe they ſhould chuſe, I ſhould 
F certainly prefer the latter. The ad vantage of which 


233 
* 


4 js obvious; and the prejudice I ſhould elteem incon- 
FEWER. on. 
My cenſor ſays: The fact here, as to the primitive 
church, is what no man of veracity can aſſert. Now ſup- 
poſing the fact were not true, as I related it; yet would 
it not have been charitable in him to think I, by 

miſtake, took it to be true? Why ſhould not our ad- 


„they inſiſt upon our making to them? And certainly 


in a matter of antiquity, and ſuch an one too as this, 


verſaries be as ready to make ſuch allowances to us, as 
F 
) 
; 


about which he has nothing, or what is little better 
than nothing, to ſay againſt me, a man of his zeal a- 
geainſt uncharitableneſs might have ſpared my veracity. 
Let the reader judge, when he has Sarefully oblerved 
> how weak and trilling what he ſays upon this matter is, 
Is true indeed, ſays he, that the primitive clergy, 


= before Conſtantine, received little, and generally none, of 


their maintenance from any but the members of the church, 


I! bis conceſſion will go a great way toward the clear- 
ing my veracity. For when I talk, of the primitive 


church, I mean that before Conſtantive. For I look . 
upon the church to have been fo corrupted in the 


fourth century, that I cannot pay much regard to it. 
Nor am I the only perſon who ſhew ſo little regard to 
the iv. and following ages, in compariſon of the prece- 
ding. Particularly he may ſee, that Dr. Benet has 
lately in his writing againſt the nonjurors, p. 
17, 18. done the ſame. And if the primitive clergy 
of that time generally receiv'd none of their mainte- 
> nance from any, but the members of their own church; 
ho can he tell their reaſon was not, becauſe they 

ſcorn'd it? Or how can he tell, that I might not have 

> ſome evidence that was their reaſon? The reaſon I 
buaye for my faying they ſcorn'd it, I ſhall give pre- 
* or i TS e 
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ſently. I would now fain have our author either own 


he do's not write with that fairneſs, that is requiſite 


in ſuch a cenſor and examiner as he ſets up for, or elſe 
produce ſome evidence of what he would infinuate ; 
that the primitive clergy, before Conſtantine, ever re- 
cCeived a little of their maintenance from ſuch as 1 
ſpake of. And here let him not talk of ſuch kindneſſes, 
as are only inſtances of humanity and common civility: 
but let him prove if he can, that they ever then re- 
_ ceiv'd any contributions, as miniſters of the chriſtian 
church, from any but thole of their own way. He 
adds: But that they never received any thing towards it 
From others, doth not appear, much leſs that they ſcorn'd © 


it. The beſt way of proving they did receive any 


thing towards it, as I have already explain'd it, is to 
produce ſome teitimony of the antients, and it ſhall be 
conſider'd, when our author condeſcends to do it. For 
my own part, I acknowledge my ſelf perfectly un- 
acquainted with any thing in antiquity of that nature. 
And now I will acquaint the reader with what I had 
in my thoughts, when I uſed the word ſcornd, and 
by that he may judge whether I had not ſufficient rea- 


ſon for it. I remember'd the A oftolical Conſtitutions, 


Book Iv. chap. 6, 7, 8, 9, 10. forbid the receiving any 
thing from ſuch, nay even ſo much as an alms for the 
poor of the church; and ſay tis better to periſh, than 

to receive it of the enemies of God. And heathens, 
beretics, and ſchiſenatics were then reckon'd the ene- 
mies of God; as diſſenters are by the high churchmen 
at this day. 'There is but one caſe can be objected, and 
that is; when they had any thing forced upon them, 
whether they would or not. But in that caſe the Con- 
ſtitutious order it to be turn'd into fewel, that it may 
be burned; and that becauſe ſuch kind of offerings 
were evil, tho' not in themſelves, yet by reaſon of the = 


mind of the offerers. And if this is not ſufficient to 
ſo. I would not be thought from hence to aſſert 


* I Ls i 


5 parity my uſing the term corn d, I think nothing can E 


the Conſtitutions were written before the Iv. century. IT 
they were not, yet all will grant that thoſe of former 
times were at leaſt as indifferent to a worldly influence ; 
and that therefore tis but reaſonable to ſuppoſe, that 
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who were before them did ſo too. © | 46525 

But let us hear what he further alleges here. St. Paul, 
gays he, I am ſure, did not ſcorn to receive kindneſſes| _ 
From unbelievers, whereof we have more inſtances than 
one, Acts xXxviut. "Tis very common in our diſpute! 


[56991] 


=: F thoſe of the Iv century ſcorrd the receiving their 
maintenance from the enemies of their religion, they? 


* 


diſtinguiſh between the church in the apoſtles days, 


are but three inſtances in that chapter he can be ſup- 
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poled to refer to. The firſt is, v. 2. And the bar» 
barous people ſhewed us no little kindneſs : for they kind- 
= led a fire, and received us every one becauſe of the 
— preſent rain, and becauſe of the cold. Which ſhews 
plainly that this was an inſtance of common civility 
and hoſpitality to poor men in the utmoſt diſtreſs, and 
not of any particular reſpect to St. Paul, as a miniſter, 
or an apoſtle. The like is the next inſtance, v. 7. 
where Publius, the chief man of the iſland, is ſaid to 
have receiv'd them, and lodg d them three days courte- 
ouſly. The laſt inſtance is not very different, where 
they, whom the apoſtle miraculouſly healed, are ſaid, 
| | 5 % D. IO, 


and the primitive church. "Thus for inſtance, Dr. Ni- 
*&bols tells us, Defence p. 304. © The primitive chriſti- 
e ans, in veneration of Chriſt, always receiv'd, | viz... 
** the euchariit] kneeling or ſtanding.” And yet. 
he owns, p. 299. that Chriſt and his apeſiles uled ano- 
ther poſture. 'This diſtinction, however unreaſonable. 
it may ſeem, is by uſe and cuſtom made familiar; and 
our author might well think I went-upon it. If I had 
_*delien'd to include the ſcripture times, I ſhould have. 
refer'd to ſome place of ſcripture, or have given ſome 
. > hint of the grounds of my opinion. And the truth. 
is, I only refer'd to the primitive church, becauſe our 
* adverſaries uſe ſo much to vapour in their conformity _ 
thereto. For tho” I was ſatisfied, gthey did as I ſaid; 
yet I muſt needs ſay, I can't think their rigour and ſtiff- 
neſs is to be juſtified. So that really to bring in the 
practice of the apoſtle in this caſe was not to the pur» 
' poſe, ſuppœhng his practice had been ever ſo contrary _ 
to that which I mention'd. But if this be the beſt 
\ inſtance he can bring concerning the ſcripture times, 
it will not ſignify much with reference to them. There 
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= V. 10. to have honoured them with many honours, and _ 
| *©Faded them, when they departed, with ſuch things as 
[ were neceſſary. This was not only a piece of civi- 
lity, but of gratitude likewiſe, conſidering the great 
kindneſs the apoſtle had done them in healing them; 
and whether they remain'd unbelievers, after they 
had been miraculouſly healed, is more than our au- 
"thor can tell. J)) 
5 He adds: And the church received large revenues 
Pom the Emterour Conſtantine, long before he was & © 
_ baptized member of the church; aud ſuch too, as aroſe / 
| out of the poſſeſſions of infidels, as well as believers. © 
| Conſtantine not only profeſs'd himſelf a chriſtian long 
before his baptiſm, but has likewiſe been accounted _ 
ſuch by writers of our author's fide, as well as by 
the antients. And if Conſtantine mult be reckon'd 
aan heathen till his baptiſm, I would fain know, 
Why the council of Nice is ever alleg'd to prove, 
that the church in his time believ'd it belong'd to . 
| chriſtian emperours to call eccleſiaſtical councils. So 
| that tho' he were not compleatly enter'd into the 7 
cC.ͤhriſtian church, þe could not be reckon'd an hea- 
then, nor will our author pretend he was an heretic, 
or ſchiſmatic. And ſo this inſtance, if it came within 
the time | intended, would not reach the caſe I put. 
Our author's expreſſion is I acknowledge very craft, 
When he lays they received ſuch revenues from him, - 
4434 aroſe out of the poſſeſſions of infidels, as well as 
believers. For the delign of this ſeems to be, to 
infinuate to thoſe who know nothing of the matter, 
that Conſtantine obliged the infidels to maintain the = 
_ clergy. Now this I conceive is not true, at leaſt 
3 I know of no evidence for it. What he gave them 
| was his own; and tho? it was raiſed out of the poſ- 
ſeſſions of the infidels, yet it appears not that it was 
F _ raiſed for that purpoſe, or that he might not have 
applied it to any uſe he pleaſed ; and therefore theſe © 
revenues were properly out of his own poſleſſions. 
So that I cannot imagine what our author means, 
When he ſays; I wonder therefore with what face © 
MM. P. can talk as he doth and all the anſwer 1 
hall give him is; that he may ſee by the title page = 
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of the Sermon, *tis with a face that is not aſham'd 


"Foto be {een and known. 


Ibis being all he thinks fit to ſay concerning the 


practice of the primitive church, let us next ſee, whe- 


ther he ſays any thing more to the purpoſe con- 


ty 


Cerning the equity of the thing it ſelf, in the next | 
= paragraph. 1 N . 


Now as to our practice, who are the clergy of the 


church of England: What here and there one of us 


receives now aud then of diſſenters, by way of prejent, 


or free gift, I ſuppoſe, doth not trouble Mir. P. It is 


too little to give him any concern. And ſhould we ſcorn 


to receive any ſuch thing of any of them, it would be no 
= commendation , our charity. If he had ſaid, our humility, 
> oy civility, inſtead of our charity, T ſhould have per- 
- ceived his meaning. But what commendation men 


„ 
8 


give of their charity, in receiving gifts from thoſe | 
- whoſe chriſtianity they diſown, I cannot imagine; 


unleſs he means their charity to themſelves ; or thinks 


= e which is a fort of charity that the ecclefi- 


courts have been famous for, as ſome other 
people have been in the late tumuſts. But let that be 


deſerving clergymen, be they more or leſs, (and ſome _ 
of his brethren can tell him their contributions 
are not little in ſome places) give me no concern at 
all. He was not therefore miſtaken, when he thought 
theſe did not trouble me: tho? perhaps it might trouble 
him to reconcile their receiving thoſe free gifts, with 
the account I gave, from the Conſtitutions, of the pri- 
mitive practice. 3j 8 
But he next proceeds to what he thinks do's trou- 
ble me: Aud as to our legal dues, eſpecially our tithes, 
in receiving them of diſſeuters, we do but receive our 
own ; and are no more beholding to them on that account, 
than a landlord to a tenant for paying his rent. They 
are the church's patrimony : and if we count the diſ- 
enters to be out of the church, that can be no reaſon 
ſure, for relinquiſbing to them part of the patrimony of 
tbe Church, This is no anſwer to me, Who diſpute 


as it will, I aſſure him the gifts of the diſſenters to | 


not whether the law of the land has made theſe due 
eto the clergy, nor whether the clergy are beholding 
to the diſſenters for paying them: I hinted not an; 

_ objection againſt theſe things. He would therefore 
have done his cauſe much more ſervice, if he had © 
-ſhew'd that the tithes were due in equity from the 
_ diflenters ; or that there was no injuſtice in that lav, 
that obliges perſons, who dont approve of a- parti- 7 
cular miniſtry, to give a tenth part of the produet 
of their land, labour, and coſt, to maintain it; or if 
he had ſhew'd that the primitive clergy would not 
have ſcorn'd ſuch a law, as ſhould oblige perſons who 7 


were out of the church to contribute in ſuch a man- 
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ner to their maintenance. n... 
Hie adds: F we count their miniſters to be no mini- 
ſters, that can be no ground for leaving that which is 

the proper portion of the true miniſtry to them. Mr. P. 
would do well to remember the commandment : Thou 

- _ ew. Ei 5 I 
_ Hence then it will follow, according to his no- 
tion, that if our miniſtry is the true miniſtry, the 
tithes are our proper portion. But I would fain know, 
how the clergy me to have a right to tithes both 

from the dillenters and their own members, as 

their proper portion, even ſuppoſing them the true 
miniſtry. Our author is very much miſtaken in me, 
if he thinks I delire this maintenance ſhould be ſettled 
-upon the diſſenters; or that I do for my own part 
covet the tithes. 'T hope I have more conſcience, than 
to delire ever to be maintain'd by the labour and coſt 
of thoſe, who are enemies to my miniſtry, and would 
contribute nothing towards it, if they were not by 
human laws forced to it. And he had more need 
himſelf to remember that commandment ; for if! 
miſtake not, it would teach him another leſſon. = 

An my * I go on thus: © For tho? I heartily 7 
love all ſober and moderate men of the eſtabliſh'id 7 

F communion; yet I ſhould very little regard the il! 
s opinion of the furious generation. For if they only 
F are the true church of England (as they pretend) 
s and the reſt are of no church; I am ſure the church 
S mult bein juſt ſuch a temper, as biſhop Burnet ſpeaks 3 
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= © theſe clamorous, inſatiable, and church devouring ma- 
l lignants,knows not what ſpirit they are of, or he ought 
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. of in thoſe remarkable words, which ſhall conclude 


* this preface.” His words I ſhall ſet down, after IL 
ave taken notice of my examiner's cenſure here u 


me. 1 . 
And here alſo I know not hoꝛu to ſalve his veracity. 


4 


I am very ſenhble, how readily he would do it, if he 
could; and as a requital of his kindneſs, I eaineſlly. 
ZE requelt him not to give h'mſelf any diſturbance; for J 
can do that which he can't do for me. For as by the 


s 
\# 


furious generation, it cannot be ſuppoſed he means only 


= thoſe of the nonjuring communion ; ſo in the great Pay 
of thoſe, who profeſs themſelves of the eſtab!ijh"d epiſ- 


1 copal church, owning the preſent geverument, there is no 


part or generation denymg the eſt to be of the ſame 


© church; tho ſome may eſteem others tco cold and 1 
vent to the intereſts of it. "Tis amazing to me, that 
this author ſhould queſtion me about a thing ſo no- 


torious, and ſo freſh in every ones memory. It was 
about the time of Dr. Sacheverel's trial common eve- 
rywhere in the mouths of the party; That lo 
church was no church. And I think the doctor him- _ 
{elf will here ſalve my veracity, whatever becomes of 


Thus then he diſcourſes in his Sermon, p. 37. of 
his Trial : * There is another ſort of them | jalſe 


. . 
535 


© © byethien | who are for a neutrality in religion, who 
=> © really are of none, but are a ſecret fort of reſerv'd 


0 


. VN 


etheiſts, who always pretend to be of the church, join 
in the herd, and will ſometimes frequent our pub- 
lic communion, as long as the government appears 

on our fide; but if any thing is to be got by it, 
can with as ſafe a conſcience {li:le privately into a 


cc 
cc 


= © tonventicle, and look as demure as the ſlieſt ſaint 


* amonglt them. They are equally of all, and of zo 
* communion, they are the Gallios, that care for none 
0 


fr. 


= © of theſe things; they tell us they are for the reli- 
—_ - cio; eftabhifbd by Jaw, K 8 
= gion eſtablij, lau, &C. 


Again, p.42. © He that recedes the leaſt tittle from it 
to ſatisfy, or ingratiate with 


to ſhew who is a true member of our church. 
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And p. 45. It would be both for cur advantage, as 
Well as their credit, if ſuch men would throw oft the 


mask, intirely quit our church, of wh: they are 1.0 
* true menibers, aud not fraudulently eat her | bread, 


« and lay wait for her ruin, purhin her revenues, 


and ungrateſul) Iift np their heels n:gainſt her. For 
© then we ſhould be one fold under one ſhepherd, Cc.“ 


Nov tf this doctor, who I hope may paſs for one 


of the furious generation, has not ſaid as much as 
I have done, and as was the common talk not long 
ſince, I am much miſtaken. *Tis a little hard by © 
the way, that any diſſenters ſhould be charged with 
uncharitableneſs or confidence by men, who have ſuch 
JJJJ)J)Cͤ among emu 27 
© * Bifhop Bur net's words, which conclude the preface, © 
are theſe: © And I will boldly ſay this, that if the 
church of England, after ſhe is got out of this 
- 6 fOorn, (its danger in king Tames's reign | will return 
© to hearken to the peeviſhneſs of ſome ſowr men”, 
in bearing hard upon the diſſenters] © ſhe will be aban- 
* don'd both of God and man, and will fet. both 


.- $6 Heaver and earth avabit- her; 7: hore a 
Now in our autł or's opinion, theſe words ſeem = 
to contain an unworthy reflection on the then 1 8 
baviour of the church of England, and a terri e 
diiction in cafe of her returning to the like. I think the 
words are a delerved reflection upon the unworthy _ 
and cruel behaviour of the church of England, in per- 
 ſecuting the diſſentars fo long and ſo grievouſly, as 
they had done. And Biſhop Burnet was not the only 
man, who then proſeſt himſelf forry for the il} con- 
duct of the church therein. This was the pretended 
ſenle at leaſt of a great many, while they were in 
danger, expecting Adonibezek's fate, however they 
caculd afterwards change their note. Nor is there in 
the biſhop's words any other prediction, than of the 
ellect from its proper cauſes. For as perſecution is 
one of the worlt of wickedneſſes, and conſequently - 
moſt diſpleaſing to God]; ſo it carries that inhuma- 
_ nity in it, that it may well be expected it ſhould 
in time be hateful and abominable to men, and ren- 
der the actors in it fo too. Had our author been 4 : 
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9 much a friend to moderation, as he pretends, he would 
not have thew'd him 
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for this paſſage. 


1 75 J. 
ſelf ſo diſpleaſed with the bi ha, 
He ſays: The doctor was a fallible man, a ſevere 


' cenſor of churchmen, and no prophet. A prophet he 


neither in this expreſſion, nor any where elſe pre- 


tended to be. Nor have I ſcen any ſeverer cenſure _ 


he ever paſt upon churchmen, than they have noto- 
rioully deſerv'd. *Tis plain enough the biſhop was 
zealous for epiſcopacy, and the Eugliſß liturgy ; and 
*tis not to be thought he would have ſpoken fo 
ſeverely, as he has many times, againſt thoſe of his 
own . e, had he not been fully convinced of the 
truth of what he ſaid. And this will, with all in- 


different perſons, go a great way in juſtifying the dif- 


ſenters in what they ſay of them. That the biſhop _ 
was 4 Anne man is granted; but that is no argu- _ 
ment he might not reflect upon the behaviour of 


a fallible church. And why ſhould a fallible church 


be ſo grievouſly angry with thoſe who tell her, and 


that out of love too, that ſhe has been in the wrong. 
And as far as I can diſcern, 3 erſecution muſt of 


_ neceſſity have nothing to ſuppof 
* bility is diſclaim'd. For what reaſon can there be 
Why I ſhould ſuffer, becauſe my conſcience directs me 
© to act otherwiſe than the church do's, unleſs the 


it, where infalli- 


church is a certain and infallible rule for my con- 


ſcience? The biſhop of Bangor tells us: © The 
church of England is foundèd upon the noble 


claim of the right of chriſtians to judge for them- 


= _<© ſelves.” And Mr. Trapp in the paerigs to his 
Sermon, p. 37. grants it. Why then fhc | 
perſecuted for doing what I have a right to do? 


ould I be 


This laſt author indeed qualities his conceſſion, for 


having ſet down thoſe words of the biſhop, thus he 


anſwers : © It is ſo ; and upon another claim to, which 
As no leſs noble: I mean that of a right in herſelf of 
_ © being abſolutely 7 in matters either indifferent 


in themſelves, or di 


Tr - IM 


Ir difficult to be underſtood, Nor | 
_ © do's this latter claim interfere with the former. 
cannot perceive the truth of this laſt clauſe ; becauſe _ 
chriſtians may judge thoſe ings not to be indifferent 
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in themſelves, or difficult to be underſtood, which the 
eehurch determines to be ſuch, injoining an abſolute v- 
bedience with relation to them. And therefore this 
latter ſeems to me to overthrow the former, which © 
is indeed a noble claim. But however I like the bi- 


ſhop's claim, yet I think Mr. Trapp had ſome ground 
| ſor pretending his other claim alſo. But they may ea- 
{ily compromiſe the matter between them thus : The 


church of England is founded upon the biſhop's noble 1 


claim, in thoſe articles which renounce the infallibility 


of the church, and which conſequently leave chriſti- 7 


ans a right to judge for themſelves; but the ſame 
church is founded upon Mr. 7rapp's claim, in all thoſe 


Canons which require ſuch an abſolute obedience as he 


ſpeaks of, and preſcribe penalties in default of it; and 
which injoin men to approve of, and ſubſcribe all 
her determinations in the difficult points of her arti- 

cles. Or it may be exprelt thus : 'The church is found- 
ed upon the bithop's claim in, her breaking oft the pa- 


piſts yoke ; and upon Mr. Trapp's, in laying their own X 


upon us. *Tis to be hoped the inconſiſtency of theſe 
two claims will be made ſo apparent, as that men may 
come to ſtick to that only which is a truly noble one. 


But I return to my examiner, who go's on thus: _ 
And ſhould our church in ſome caſes, after numerous 


 provecations, bear a little hard upon the diſſenters, I can- 
not think ſhe would preſently be abandon'd both f God 
and man, and ſet 10 heaven and earth againſt her. 
But what, I beſeech 
been ? It they are numerous, one would think ſome ; 
of them might be ſily mention'd. We have neither 


him, have theſe provocations - _ 


plunder d their houſes, nor temples. All the provo- 1 | 


cation that I know of is, that we have patiently born 
their wrath, and juſtified ourſelves againſt ſuch as 


would unreaſonably condemn us; and that we have 
been hearty and zealous for a ſucceſſion, which has 


| ſaved us all from ruin, and which they were as much 
ſworn to maintain as ourſelves. And are not theſe, 
think we, heinous provocations? ? 


| Further, how diſingenuous is that expreſſion ? Should 


cur church in ſome caſes, after numerous provocations, 
| bear a little bard upon the diffenters ; As tho' the thing 


puoere yet to do, and the church, kind ſouls, had never» 
'- hitherto born even a little hard upon us, had always 
' "ZRFreated us with the utmoſt kindneſs and indulgence, 

| £ [2 


and was ſo far from having any inclination to the leaſt 


= ſeverity, that the utmoſt provocations have not as yet, 
and can hardly force her to it. One would think this 
gentleman never heard of the laws made in the latter 
end of the laſt reign, or the fury and rage of his 
friends in this. I am well fatisfied, the great ſticklers 
for thole laws in the late reign thought they would. 
bear hard upon the diflenters, or they would not have 
contrived them. And can a man be ſo abandon'd of 
all ſenſe and reaſon, as to think that when good ſub- 
jects, who have never deſerv'd ill of a government, are 
treated with the utmoſt contempt and diſgrace, as not 
tit to be truſted, that *tis not ſo much as bearing a 
little hard upon them? Is there nothing of hardſhip 
in depriving men of their natural. right, to bring up 
their children in that religion, which they judge beſt 2 
Let him put himſelf in the caſe of a diflenter, and ſup- 
poſe his children ſnatch'd away from himſelf, and that 
be is forced either to put them under the care of ſuch, _ 
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oon religion and perſon ; or elſe, which is much more 
.* eligible, to give them no education at all; and let him 
then tell po fs 0g this is not bearing a little hard 
upon thedifſenters. I paſs over the reſt of their treat- 
ment, and go on to that paſſage with which he cloſes 

J%%q i er Fra Cp 
=> will always comport 1 1 with chriſtian candour and 


known unto all men; but yet with ſuch wiſdom and 
4 works 4 as may, by God's bleſſing, ſecure her from the 
attacks of that furious generation, which there mani- 
Feftly is among the diſſenters, and to which Mr. P. Him- 
Jelf, by ſome ſeatures appearing in his writings, and by © 
ine obſerv'd in this and the following chapters, ſeems to 
belong. We may eaſily judge from what J have juſt 
now obſerv'd, what the moderation is, which is the _ 
matter of his hope and wiſh. I pray God we may ne- 
ver experience what it ſeems to be. And let but a . 


as will inſtil into them a bitterneſs both againſt his 


| equity towards them, that her true moderation may be 


"©; 
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De fix d as the character of a furious generation, that 
they are ſuch as are for perſecuting in this world, and 
damning in the other, all that differ from them, and 
then that generation muſt be found among other peo- 
ple than the diſſenters. For my own part, I defy him 
to fix the odions character upon me, who abhor every _ 
thing of that nature. And as I have clear'd myſelf of 
all his little pitiful refleftions upon my conduct hither- _ 
to, the reader may expect that I ſhortly clear myſelf _ 
of the reſt, when I vindicate our ordinations, and an- 
| Twer his other two chapters. This will ſoon follow _ 
What I now publiſh, if God gives life and health. 
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